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CURRENT TOPICS. 


[pus unpersroop that last Tuesday the judges made 
some new rules of court; but, as usual, they had not, 
up to last evening, been allowed to see the light ; 
although it was expected that they would be issued on 
this day (Saturday). 





By 
‘Wansavinc of ahalf-year’ssalariesof the Lords of Appeal 
perhaps be an object to a nation which has recently 
to providefor the remuneration of four official referees ; 
pit may, nevertheless, be doubted whether it is desirable 
postpone the commencement of the extra-sessional 
‘gittings of the new court of final appeal until November 
‘twelvemonth. It would seem that this will be the effect 
Potthe Appellate Jurisdiction Bill as it stands at present. 
By clause 2 the Act is to come into operation (“except 
p it is otherwise expressly provided”) on the Istday of 
yember, 1876. The 7th clause gives the House of 
is power to “sit and act, for the purpose of hearing 
determining appeals, during any prorogation of Par- 
nent, at such time and in such manner as may be ap- 
ated by order of the House of Lords made during the 
“preceding session of Parliament.” Since the Act will 
ot be in operation on the last day of the present session, 
House will obviously have no power to make any ar- 
Tangements for sittings during the coming winter, and 
fact, since the order must be made “in the preceding 
on,” the extra-sessional sittings of the new court 
launot commence at an earlier date than after the end 
next session—v.e., in November, 1877. It seems to us 
it would be more convenient if the whole of the new 
| Judicial machinery of the country could be set in motion 
‘atthe close of the coming long vacation. 


a; 





Tug privcieze laid down in Reg. v. Carter, that the 
Queen’s Bench Division has jurisdiction to order the 
Te-opening of an inquiry before a coroner on the grounds 
‘alleged in that case, is as important as it is novel. 
Téis true that in Michael Barclee’s case (2 Siderfin, 99, 
101), a new inquiry was granted on the ground that the 
Coroner refused to hear evidence tendered by the 
administratrix of the deceased; but we do not see 
‘how this venerable authority can be reconciled 
with the modern one of Reg. v. McIntosh (7 W. R. 
52), in which Lord Campbell refused to quash an 
inquisition, not bad oa the face of it, “ unlessfraud could 
be shown.” And it is material to point out that in 
Michael Barclee’s case (as indeed in the vast majority of 
' the:old.cases on the subject), the contest was between 
the Crown and the representatives of the deceased, to 
Obtain possession of his goods, which became forfeited to 
the Crown on a verdict of felo de se. This forfeitare to 
the Crown of the of a felo de se was not abolished 


_ goods 
by law-until 1870, when by 33 & 34 Vict, ¢. 23, it was | 





enacted that no verdict, inquest, conviction, or judgment 
for any félony or felo de se shall cause any forfeiture or 
escheat,” but we believe the practice even before 1870 . 
was for the Crown to waive its claim to the goods of a 
Selo de se, the old cases to which we refer having been 
decided before this practice had sprung up. In Reg. v. 
Carter, we have the perfectly novel case of the Crown 
obtaining a re-opening of the inquiry for the purpose of 
having further evidence relating to the death taken on 
oath merely in order to throw light on the cause of death 
and to further the ends of justice. The application of the 
new precedent is guarded by the emphatic statement of 
the Lord Chief Justice that “‘it is not in every case of 
an open verdict that the court will be prepared to quash 
the inquisition,” and by the peculiar circumstances of 
the case in which it was made. There was an open ver- 
dict, rejection of evidence, and additional evidence, and 
unless these three elements can be found again combined 
it cannot be predicted that the case will be followed as a 
precedent. 

Something was said after the rule was made absolute 
about the desirability of holding the fresh inquiry in 
some commodious court-house or public building. It 
should be remembered, however, that there is no general 
right for the public to be present at a coroner’s inquest. 
That right extends only to “‘ such as are summoned, sus- 
pected, interested in the result of the inquiry, or inhabit- 
ants of the vill where the body is found dead” (Jervis 
on Coroners, p. 244). This opinion is given by the late 
Chief Justice Jervis upon a careful examination of dicta 
of Lord Mansfield in Rex v. Killinghall (1 Burr. 17), 
and of Lord Kenyon in Rex v. EHriswell (3 T. R., at 
p. 722), which point in a contrary direction. 


Many or ovk READERS will be glad to know that the 
writers at the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office, whose case 
we recently noticed, have at length a prospect of 
securing a fair participation in the work ofthe writing 
department in the office in question. After several 
ineffectual attempts—ineffectual chiefly because the 
information furnished to the authorities was not sufficient 
to justify decisive action in their favour—the writers 
succeeded in getting a statement of their case prepared, 
full of information, and strong in argument, and the main 


- point or principle of which, when submitted recently to 


the Master of the Rolls, was at once perceived by his 
lordship, and dealt with accordingly. The object of the 
writers was twofold :—(1) To secure for themselves a 
fair participation in the work of examining copies 
brought in by solicitors, and required to be examined 
and marked as office copies, which is the chief work 
remaining in the department since the Judicature Acts 
and rules came into operation; and (2) to obtain an 
increased rate of allowance from the office for that work, 
so that, in participating, they might be paid one farthing 
per folio where, at present, they are allowed one half- 
farthing per folio only. Of course the fee charged to 
suitors of twopence per folio would remain the same. 
The first object is now virtually secured, the Master 
of the Rolls having given to the Clerks of Records 
and Writs an instruction to the effect that all the 
work of copying and examining be henceforth done 
in the office, agreeably with the provisions of Consolidated 
Order 1, r. 42, thus securing the whole of that work to 
the persons employed in the department, instead of the 
greater part of it being done by a few at their own 
homes. It seems that the second object involves a point 
more directly within the cognizance of the Treasury, 
and the writers will, no doubt, yet be able to represent 
that part of their case in the proper quarter, and, we 
hope, with good success. Meanwhile, it is gratifying to 
find that persevering efforts have met with some reward, 
though it seems strange that such a case should have 
needed such perseverance, or that it should have required 
nearly eight months’ continuous effort to reach a con- 
clusion which might (one would think) have been 
35 
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reached in as many days by any person practically 
acquainted with the details of the work, and fully alive 
to the exigencies of the case, and such as might (there is 
reason to believe) have been reached long since by the 
Lord Chancellor if the information now before the 
Master of the Rolls had been furnished to his lordship. 
However, @ point has been gained, and the result, though 
partial, will be beneficial to the writers, and gratifying 
to many who have felt sympathy for them in their dis- 
tress, and who will follow with much interest the appli- 
cation and working of the instruction given by the 
Master of the Rolls, especially as it may be brought to 
bear upon the mutual interests of the parties concerned. 





Tue prepare on Mr. Butt’s amendment to the motion 
for going into committee on the Irish Judicature Bill 
is instructive, if for nothing else, as an illustration of 
the character of the opposition to the measure. Nearly 
all the “Irish members” (we do not mean the members 
for Irish constituencies) took part in the debate, and 
they all agreed in resisting the progress of the Bill; but 
it is scarcely an exaggeration to say that no two of them 
were agreed upon the grounds upon which it is to be 
resisted. “Quo homines tot sententie.”’ Mr. Butt rested 
his opposition upon the fact that the Bill contains no 
such schedule as that appended to the Judicature Act 
of 1875, and he objects to intrusting the Irish judges 
with the duty of preparing the necessary rules. Mr. 
Meldon on the other hand, practically admits that if the 
Bill had been incumbered with such a schedule it would 
have been impossible, in the face of the class of 
opposition to be anticipated, to force the Bill through 
committee in time for it to become law this year ; but he 
thinks that it ought to be postponed till after the civil 
bill courts. have been put on a proper footing; while 
Mr. Law thinks that the civil bill courts cannot be 
effectually reformed till the superior courts have been 
properly organized. Dr. Ward and Mr. Sullivan are 
vehement against the Bill for not going farther in its re- 
duction of the Irish judicial establishment, a curious 
comment on the all-but unanimous outcry of the Dublin 
press against any interference with the sacred number, 
and the indignation with which even the very modified 
arrangement advocated in this journal was received. 
One hon. and learned gentleman thinks that the Civil 
Bill Courts Bill ought to have been pressed on, 
while Sir Colman O’Loghlen asserts that that Bill was 
not acceptable to the gentlemen on his side of the House. 
A fair specimen of the animus of the opposition may 
be drawn from the incident which immediately 
followed the termination of the debate. The House 
rejected Mr. Butt’s amendment by a majority of 168, 
and therefore the original motion “ that I now leave the 
chair’’ was put by the Speaker, as a matter of course. 
According to the parliamentary rule, no further debate 
ought to take place, and it is the almost invariable practice 
of the House of Commons to accept the first division as con- 
clusive of the question ; nevertheless, upon the question 
being put, the hon. member for Mayo gravely moved the 
adjournment of the debate, and forced the motion to a 
division, and though beaten by a majority of 210 to 6, 
still raised his voice in opposition to the main question. 
As any single member can force a division, the inevitable 
effect of this would have been to require the House 
to divide for the third time on what is practically 
the same point, but that he attained his object 
by the mere lapse of time, without this necessity. 
Under these circumstances we think it would not be 
hard to forecast the fate of the Bill if an opportunity were 
given for discussing aschedule of rules, clause by clause, 
with a multiplicity of divisions upon every line. 





Tue WELL-KNown case of Mortimer v. MCallan (6 
M. & W. 58), which established the principle, previously 
Jaid down in a series of decisions, that copies of the 





public books of the Bank of England relating to the 
transfer of stock might be received in evidence, did 
so on the ground of the public inconvenience which 
would result from the removal from the Bank of the 
books themselves. Sir John Lubbock proposes on a simular 
ground to extend a similar privilege to the private books 
of all bankers. He has brought ina Bill, entitled the 
Bankers’ Books Evidence Bill, which has already 

through committee in the House of Commons, by which 
it is proposed to enact that all entries in the ledgers, 


day-books, cash-books, and other account-books of * 


any bank shall be admissible in all legal proceedings 
as prima facie evidence of the matters, transactions, and 
accounts recorded therein, provided it be shown by 
affidavit of one of the partners or officers of the bank that 
such books are or have been the ordinary books of the 
bank, that the entries have been made in the usual 
course of business, and that the books are in, or come 
immediately from, the custody or control of the bank. The 
entries are to be provable by examined copies; and no 
bank is henceforth to be compellable to produce its 
books in court, except by judge’s order. Five days’ 
notice in writing is to be given by the party proposing 
to adduce such entries in evidence to the other parties, 
containing a copy of the entries, and a notification that 
the originals may be inspected. It was originally 
proposed that this practice should apply even in proceed. 
ings to which a bank might itself be a party, subject to 
the limitation that the court should have power to order 
a clerk to attend to be examined and cross-examined 
upon the transactions, and that, if he failed to attend, 
neither the books nor the extracts should be receivable in 
evidence. But this was altered in committee, and it is 
now provided that the procedure shall not apply to any 
legal proceeding to which any bank whose account-books 
may be required to be produced in evidence shall be a 
party. The general proposal of the Bill seems to be 
reasonable; but the drafting is defective in some points, 
to which, if not amended before the Bill leaves the 
House of Commons, we may take an opportunity of 
drawing attention. 








With reference to the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill, Mr. F. 
Calvert, Q.C., writes tothe Times to point out (inter alia) the 
difference between the position of a Lord Ordinary and that of 
a legal peer.” The latter sits only during the session, and 
can regulate the extent of his services in the Court of Appeal 
by his own notion of what may be hisduty. The Lord Or- 
dinary will sit during the entire legal year with all the regu- 
larity of the High Court of Justice. He will be officially a 
judge in the Supreme Court of Appeal. Assuredly the in- 
terest of the public requires that the very best of the lawyers 
who are available should hold that office. Itis almost cer- 
tain that in every generation there will be in the House of 
Lords an ex-Chancellor in the vigour of life, who, onaccount 
of politics alone, will have ceased tu hear appeals sitting on 
woolsack. Such a person will always be the fittest man to 
perform the office of a permanent judge, Lord Lyndhurst, 
when Lord Brougham became Chancellor, and Lord St. 
Leonards, when he ceased to be Lord Chancellor of {reland, 
were in the same position. The provisions of the Bill offer 
to an ex-Chancellor but small inducement to exchange his 
independent position for the strict obligations of one who is 
officially a judge. Yet it is probable that half the official 
income added to an ex-Chancellor’s pension would secure his 
services fcr the entire legal year, Such an appointment 
would be advantageous in an economical point of view, and 
would also add great strength tothe court during the recess 
as well as during the session. It is most important 
that the ablest judges should sit during the recess. 
If such is not the case, the suitors whose causes are heard 
during that part of the year will always be discontented, and 
the system will fail from — re Revert- 
ing to past times, we can imagine the feelings which w 
have Snalied if Lord Brougham as Chancellor had heard 
ap! in company with Lord Lyndhurst and Lord St. 
Leonard's during the session, and without them during the 
recess.” 
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EX1RA-TERRITORIALITY OF SHIPS OF WAR. 


Tue report of the Fugitive Slaves Commission, an ab- 
stract of which we printed a fortnight ago, has since 
been published, and contains in addition to the evidence 
taken before the commissioners (of which we understand 
more is to follow) several appendices, containing the 
opinions of certain individuals and groups of members 
of the commission on the legal aspect of the question. 
Though the whole commissioners, with the exception of 
Sir George Campbell, united in the practical recommen- 
dation of the report, this appendix records a wide differ- 
ence in their views of the legal theory applicable to the 
case. ‘The commissioners are here divided into two 
groups, the one consisting of Sir R. Phillimore, Mr. M. 
Bernard, and Sir Henry Maine; the other of the Lord 
Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Archibald, Mr. Thesiger, Q.C., 
Sir H. T. Holland, Mr. FitzJames Stephen, and Mr. 
Rothery. Each group has drawn up a memorandum of 
ef its views, and, in addition, the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. 
Stephen, and Mr. Rothery have each contributed sepa- 
zate papers of considerable length. 

The view expressed by the second group may be 
shortly described as denying tlie extra-territorial 
character of ships, and affirming the existence of an 
international obligation on naval officers in foreign 
territorial waters not to afford protection to slaves, but 
recognizing the practical necessity (which they characterize 
as a deviation from the “strict theory of international 
law”) of restricting the fulfilment of this obligation to 
cases Where it would not “make British naval officers 
accessory to acts of cruelty,” a limit, it may be observed, 
which is exceeded by the recommendation in which they 
concur. The paper of the Lord Chief Justice, which is 
of considerable length, examines the question of the 
extra-territoriality of ships of war with reference to 
authorities, to abstract principle, and to practical reason. 

But notwithstanding the learning and acuteness with 
which this question is discussed, there is a mode of 
viewing it which, both in this paper and in that of Mr. 
Stephen, seems to have been overlooked to an unaccount- 
able degree, or to a degree which would be unaccountable 
but for the misleading prominence given to such phrases 
as that which describes a ship of war as being, on the 
hypothesis of extra-territoriality, “to all intents and 
purposes a portion of the British soil.” Thisis, however, 
the common fallacy of translating one proposition into 
‘mother which is not its equivalent. The phrase extra- 
territoriality signifies an exclusion of the vessel from the 
territorial jurisdiction, or, to put it in another form, the 
exclusion from the vessel of the territorial jurisdiction. 
But this affirmation of exclusion is made to carry with it 
the intrusion of a different jurisdiction—that is, the 
jurisdiction “ to all intents and purposes” of the State 
to which the vessel belongs; and because, where that 

jurisdiction exists as a territorial jurisdiction, it neces- 
sarily altogether excludes every other jurisdiction, it is 
assumed that if extra-territoriality is affirmed with 
respect to a ship of war the local jurisdiction is wholly 
atanend. But the very word itself ought to lead toa 
contrary conclusion. It implies a claim and right of 
exemption, not a claim or right of exercising jurisdiction. 
It is not, for instance, pretended that process from the 
courts of the State to which the vessel belongs could be 
executed on board the vessel, as if it were a 
part of the territory of the State. Being, then, an 
exemption, for whose benefit does the exemption exist, or 
who has a right to make the claim? Clearly those to 
whom the possession of the vessel is intrusted by the 
power which commissions it. What, then, is the nature 
of the right? A right capable of being exercised by a 
person in a particular place—that is, on board 

the vessel ; a right on the part of the commander of the 
ship to freedom on board ship for it and all it contains 
from the local jurisdiction. It is not a sacred quality 
adhering to the ship, and operative, as it were, by its own 
ferce; but a right capable of being exercised by certain 









persons, and the exercise of which those may waive who 

are entitled to claim it. If this view is borne 
in mind, there is an end to many of the nice 
questions with which the subject is perplexed in 
the memoranda of the Lord Chief Justice and of Mr. 
Stephen. There is no difficulty about trying an offence 
committed by natives on board the foreign man-of-war 
in port; for the only obstacle would consist in the re- 
sistance of the commanding officer to allow the criminal 
to be removed from his ship; and if he waives his privi- 
lege there is nothing to stand in the way of the admin- 
istration of the local law. 

In effect, this is what the view presented in the mem- 
orandum of the other group of commissioners amounts 
to. They state it as their opinion, “ (1) that a com- 
manding officer on board his ship, even when she is lying 
within the territorial waters of a foreign State, is to be 
regarded, not as in subjection to the authority and laws 
of that State, but exclusively as a subject of his own 
Sovereign, and an officer of his own Government; (2), 
that the laws of the foreign State cannot be forcibly 
executed on board unless by his order or permission, as 
commanding officer.” Referring to the testimony of 
writers on public international law, they say, ‘‘ Whatever 
value we may be disposed to assign to testimony of 
this kind, it is, for the last half-century at least, substan- 
tially unanimous. The general practice of Governments, 
and the general belief or impression current in every 
naval service appear to have been in accordance with it. 
ete We do not know of an instance within this 
period in which a right has been conceded or asserted to 
take a person or thing from on board a ship of war by 
legal process without leave of the officer in command, or 
to hold the officer, or any of those under his command, 
personally answerable to the local jurisdiction for acts 
done on board in contravention of a local law.” Not- 
withstanding the disparaging observation of the Lord 
Chief Justice on the nature of this testimony, and on the 
evidence of the existence of this general understanding, 
which seems to partake rather of the nature of special 
pleading, we cannot entertain a doubt that, to this extent 
at least, an extra-territorial character has been for 
a long period universally allowed to ships of 
war, and, in a system which rests so almost 
exclusively as international law does upon custom, 
we can see no reason why such a_ well-established 
practice and usage should not have its full effect in 
creating or evidencing a rule of law. Nor can we see 
that any of those inconvenient consequences would 
follow a rule so expressed which the Lord Chief Justice 
imagines, but which really only belong to the form in 
which, under the influence of the fallacy we have before 
referred to, he represents to himself the extra- 
territoriality of a ship of war. ‘That such a rule needs 
to be tempered in its exercise is saying no more than 
can be said of every law, whether municipal or inter- 
national. It has been often and truly said that life 
would be intolerable in any State and under the best 
system of law if extreme rights were universally asserted. 
In international law, and especially in those parts of it 
which confer special privileges, this is still more true; 
but that can be no reason against the existence of any 
particular rule ; and, as even the majority of the commis- 
sion would not deny the existence of some privilege 
appertaining to ships of war, a difficulty must in any case 
exist. 

If this position be admitted, the question is placed with~ 
out violence or difficulty in the position in which, by a 
violation of logic, it is, in fact, placed by those who 
tepudiate altogether the notion of extra-territoriality. 
The question is, for both, In what circumstances can the 
commander of a ship with propriety interfere (prac- 
tically speaking) with the operation of the local law ? 

Here, however, the majority present us with another 
difficulty growing out of, or closely connected with, 
their view of the position of a ship of war. For them 
there exists an absolute international obligation on the 
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naval officers not to contravene,in any way whatever, 
the local law; and Mr. Stephen, who loves to present a 
proposition in its most violent form, lays it down that 
they are bound to deliver up “ political refugees, the 
victims of religious persecution, and slaves who have 
received, or expect to receive, from their owners the 
treatment which a vicious brute would experience from a 
cruel master.” We see no advantage in stating rules in 
such a form as to revolt the understanding and to 
make it certain they will not be observed, or 
to compel the introduction of a contradictory rule 
of action in opposition to the admitted rule. And we 
should be glad to be informed by those who so 
sceptically scrutinize the claim of, and testimony for, 
the extra-territoriality of ships, in what quarter they 
find authoritatively laid down the proposition thus 
expressed. For our part we regard as much more 
reasonably stated the view expressed by the minority :— 
“It is true as a general proposition that a naval officer, 
entering with the ship under his command the waters of 
a friendly State, ought to respect the local laws and to 
refrain from lending his assistance to any violation of 
them,” but “the British Government has the right to 
say, at least, that the authority delegated to its officers 
shall not be used to do what is plainly inhuman and un- 
just. This qualification of the general rule is demanded 
by the national self-respect of every State which com- 
missions a ship of war; and it is ccensistent with the 
ordinary principles on which the intercourse of civilized 
States proceeds. That there is no unqualified obligation 
to assist or permit on board a ship of war the enforce- 
ment of the local law is assumed in the instruction which 
British naval officers receive with regard to political 
refugees, and has been assumed in the cases where, be- 
fore the issue of these instructions, the refusal to give up 
a refugee has been approved by the British Government.” 
This reasoning appears to us to be just and forcible: and, 
however it may please a zealous codifier like Mr. Ste- 
phen to state a bad law in order that he may have the 
pleasure of reforming it, we regard it as more becoming 
both a lawyer and a statesman to find, if he can, some 
inode of expressing the law which shall dispense with the 
reformer’s hand. Such a mode of expression is con- 
tained in the opinion of the minority, There is a right 
in the commander of the ship to exclude all foreign in- 
terference from on board ; there is no absolute obligation 
to assist, or, by waiving his privilege, to co-operate, in 
the execution of the local law; but there is a moral ob- 
ligation on him not to interfere unduly or unreasonably 
with its execution, and. the question, therefore, in each 
case is, What is undue or unreasonable interference ? 
The distinction between the various modes and degrees 
of interference is well sketched in a passage which 
space does not suffer us to quote. 

There remain two questions connected with this 
subject which are scrutinized with much acuteness by 
Mr. Stephen; the questions, namely, whether a slave 
surrendered ty 2 naval officer could, on 
escaping to England, maintain an action against him, 
and the question whether the slave owner could maintain 
an action against the captain for refusing to surrender 
him. In the solution of these questions it must be borne 
in mind that im an action of tort the defendant must, 
aceording to the recent decision in the case of The 


by Mr. Stephen, the slave could not maintain such an 
action in England. It seems to us certain, though Mr 
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THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
Il. 


Tue withdrawal of this Bill before it had reached the 
stage of committee in the Lords exactly fulfils the 
anticipation we expressed in commencing these articles, 
But as the Bill will doubtless be reintroduced at an early 
period next session, it is worth while to complete our 
survey of the general outlines of its provisions. 

In our consideration of them last week we reached the 
stage of the second meeting under the liquidation order, 
At this meeting the creditors have the alternative of 
resolving that the debtor shall either be discharged or 
adjudged bankrupt. It would seem that the meeti 
might be adjourned, so as to delay the discharge of the 
debtor; but whether the provisions of the clause 
would authorize the granting of a conditional dis. 
charge to the debtor does not appear perfectly clear, 
What is contemplated is, apparently, either an uncon. 
ditional discharge within one or two months of the 
order for liquidation, or else the subjecting of the 
debtor to the appalling “stigma” of bankruptcy, 
It is provided, however, that either course must be 
adopted by special resolution—i.e., that three-fourths in 
number and value of the creditors who have proved 
must assent to it. What is to be done if the requisite 
majority cannot be obtained for a resolution of dis- 
charge, and no resolution is proposed or passed for bank 
ruptcy, is not explicitly stated in the Bill. It would seem 
that in this case the debtor will be kept in a somewhat 
similar position to Mahomet’s coffin, hovering between 
liquidation and bankruptcy. Although not a bankrupt, 
yet, not having been “discharged at the second meeting 
of his creditors” (see clause 24), he must wait six months 
before he can apply to the court for his discharge. The 
intention would seem to be to afford a graduated procedure: 
for the different classes of debtors—honest but unfor- 
tunate debtor, discharge at second meeting; slightly 
fraudulent debtor, no resolution passed, no discharge for 
six months; highly fraudulent debtor, no discharge for 
six months, and the fearful stigma of bankruptcy. 
Whether the creditors, with whom the decision will rest, 
will adopt the course of action indicated for each case 
is more than doubtful. It is not easy to see what 
advantage it will be to the creditors to have the debtor 
adjudged bankrupt. 

So far as we can gather from the Bill, it is not ine 
tended that the adjudication of bankruptcy against the 
debtor shall disturb the progress of the liquidation ; but 
it is curious that this should be left toconjecture. There 
appears to be no clause in the Bill making the provisions 
with reference to the distribution of the property of the 
debtor under a liquidation order applicable, although the 
debtor has been adjudicated bankrupt. We need not 
discuss in detail these provisions; but we may express 
our satisfaction with the clauses relating to securing the 
efficient performance of their duties by trustees and re- 
ceivers. The trustee or receiver under the liquidation 
is in all cases to account to the Comptroller in Bank- 
ruptcy; and, at the expiration of two years from the 
liquidation order, the trastee or receiver is to pay all 
moneys then in hand and all moneys thenceforth received 
into court. 

We now come to a portion of the Act to which atten- 
tion should be specially drawn-~we mean the clauses in 
part 3, headed “ arrangement and composition.” These 
provisions amount virtually to a resuscitation, with im- 
provements, of the system of deeds of arrangement under 
the Act of 1861. It is provided that a deed of arrange~ 
ment (which is to be a cessio bonorum) may be made be~ 
tween a debtor and his creditors either before or after an 
order for liquidation. If made before the order, the deed 
must be assented to by a majority in number, represent- 
ing three-fourths in value, of the creditors of the debtor 
entitled to prove debte at the first meeting in » liquida- 
tion under the Act; if after the liquidation, the deed 
must be approved of by the committee of inspection and. 
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assented to by the like majority of creditors; and in all 
cases the deed must be confirmed by the court, and the 
confirmation or disallowance by the court is to be con- 
clusive as to the validity or invalidity of thedeed. These 
clauses seem to us, on the whole, to be carefully drawn, 
and there can be little doubt that, if these clauses form 
part of the Bill as it ultimately passes into law, the 
system of deeds of arrangement will largely take the 
place of liquidation. Provisions similar to those under 
the order for liquidation are made for securing the 
honesty and efficiency of the trustee under the deed of 
arrangement. 

Provision is also made (clause 61) for enabling the 
committee of inspection, with the assent of a majority in 
number, representing three-fourths in value, of the 
creditors entitled to prove, to accept a composition in 
satisfaction of the debts due from the debtor. This 
composition must also be confirmed by the court, and the 
confirmation or disallowance by the court of the deed of 
composition is to be conclusive of its validity or in- 
validity. 

As we stated at the commencement of these articles, 
it is quite unnecessary to discuss in detail the 
provisions of the Bill; but wecannot help drawing 
attention to an extraordinary clause relating to the 
description of property divisible among the creditors. 
Clause 28, sub-clause 3, after providing that the property 
of the debtor divisible among his creditors sha!l comprise 
“all such property as may belong to, or be vested in, the 
debtor at the commencement of the liquidation, or may 
be acquired by, or devolve on, him at any time previously 
to his discharge,” goes on to include, “if the failure of 
the debtor, being a trader, was publicly announced or in- 
timated by him, or on his behalf, to his creditors generally 
before the commencement of the liquidation, as defined 
by this Act, all such property as may have belonged to, or 
been vested in, him at the time of his failure being so 
aunounced or intimated.” Surely this provision would 
give rise to endless litigation? What is meant by the 
“failure of the debtor’ ? and what will be a sufficient 
public announcement or intimation by the debtor to his 
creditors generally ? Must he advertise in the Times, or 
placard the walls with a statement of his failure? A 
private circular to each of his creditors would hardly be 
& public announcement or intimation, Can it be 
intended that a new public officer, to be ‘called the 
bankruptcy bellman, shall be instituted to make public 
intimations or announcements ? 

We have spoken with some severity of some of the 
provisions of the Bill; but we may add our impres- 
sion is that with judicious revision it may be made next 
session a workable and fairly satisfactory measure. 








The Standard says that just before the rising of the Judi- 
cial Committee, on Tuesday, a Hindoo, who had come from 
Calcuita, presented some documents, and asked that a ease 
in which he was interested, and which had reduced him to 
poverty, might be re-heard. It had been decided eight years 
ago. Their lordships read some of the papers, and promised 
to further look into the matter and see if they could render 
any assistance, They, however, feared thut aftereight years 
they could not re-hear the case, 

The Surrey magistrates had before them at the Sessions 
House, Newington-causeway, on Tuesday, an spplication 
from the finance committee for an increase to be made in 
the salaries of the coroners. It was proposed that the 
salary of Mr. Carter be raised from £1,170 to £1,442 per 
annum. During each of the past five years Mr. Carter 


had held 830 inquests, as compared with 673 at the last | 


average. One of the magistrates wanted to know whether 
the district could not be divided, as it was impossible for 
ove man to hold 830 inquests and properly to perform the 
duties. The chairman (Mr. Penrhyn) said the court had 
20 power to divide tho district. office of coroner had 
been under the consideration of the Government, and 
Parliament would deal with the subject. The increase in 
the salary was allowed. 











The New Practice. 


INDORSEMENT ON WRIT OF TIME OF 
SERVICE ON SUBSTITUTED SERVICE. 


THE supGMENT of the Court of Appeal, reversing the 
decision of the Master of the Rolls in Dymond v. Croft 
(ante, p. 663, 24 W. R. 818), was avowedly founded on 
the inconvenience supposed to result from the reversal of 
@ practice which is stated to have become common at 
Judges’ Chambers. The original decision of Mr. Baron 
Huddleston, which set the ball rolling, proceeded, as it 
seems to us, in direct contravention of therules. Ord. 9, 
r. 13, provides that “the person serving a writ of sum- 
mons shall, within three days at most after such service, 
indorse on the writ the day of the month and week of 
the service thereof, otherwis2 the plaintiff shall not be at 
liberty, in case of non- mee, to proceed by 
default.” This rule follows that relating to substituted 
service (r. 2), and in terms applies to any person serving 
a writ of summons. How on the words of the rule it 
could be held to be restricted to one class of such 
persons—viz., persons serving a writ on the defendant him- 
self—we are at a loss to. conceive. No ground of reason, 
so far as we know, exists for any distinction in this 
respect between the service of a writ on the defendant 
himself, or on any person on behalf of such defendant ; 
and, with great deference to the Court of Appeal, we are 
unable to see what inconvenience would be occasioned 
by a reversal of an unauthorized practice which has come 
into vogue at Judges’ Chambers. If, as Mr. Justice Lush 
said, r. 13 of ord. 9 was really imported into the Rules 
of Court out of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, 
without sufficient consideration, there may be reason for 
an alteration in the rule; but surely so long as it re- 
mains unaltered it should be obeyed. The matter of the 
indorsement is of small importance, but the principle laid 
down by the Court of Appeal, that an erroneous decision, 
followed by other erroneons decisions, is sufficient to 
alter or modify a legislative provision, seems to us to be 
very startling. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Susstrrvtep ServicE—INpoRsEMENT OF DATs oF Ser- 
VICE on Writr—Procepure ny DerauttT—Orp. 9, Rr. 13.— 
The case of Dymond v. Croft, which we noted last week 
(ante, p. 663, vide also 24 W. R. 818) was, on the 24th 
ult., mentioned to the Court of Appeal. The question 
was whether, when an order has been made for substituted 
service of a writ of sammons, it is necessary that the date of 
service sbould be indorsed on the writ to enable the plaintiff 
to — by defanlt in case of the non-appearance of the 
defendant. The Master ofthe Rolls, though he professed 
himself unable'to see the value of the provision made by 
ord. 9, ‘r. 13, yet thought that the terms of the rule were 
imperative with regard to substituted service as weil as to 
personal service. ‘The resylt of this was that as the date of 
service had not been indorsed within the three days requ’red 
by ord. 9, r. 13, the judgment by default which the plaintiff 
had obtained became nugatory, and he would have to begia 
the proceedings de nove, Corevs Haniy mentioned the 
case to the Court of Appeal, referring to Cruse v, Kuattingedl 
(ante, p. 141), in-which Huddleston, B., at.chambers, held 
that ord, 9, r. 13, applies only to cases of personal service, 
and stating that This decision has always deen since 
acted upon in Judges’ Chambers. He poiated out, 
too, that the rule in question is a repetition 
verbatim of section 16 of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act of 1852, the operation of which was 
necessarily confined to cases of personal service, there 
being at that time no provisions for substituted service at 
common law. Lush, J., observed that the rale was a relic 
of the old practioe, when the plaintiff had the power of enter- 
2.4 appearance for a defendant who had failed to appear, 
and that it did not seem to be applicable to a state of things 
in which substituted service might be made in such ways as 
by post or by advertisement ina newspaper. In Dymond v. 
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Croft the order for substituted service directed the service to 
be made upon one of the me nbers of a firm of solicitors who 
bad formerly acted for the defendant, and by posting a 
letter addressed to him at his last-known place of abode. 

. Ultimately the court (James, L.J., Baggallay, J.A., and 
Lush, J.) came to the conclusion that it would be better to 
follow the decision of Huddleston, B., and to hold that the 
rule does not apply to cases of substituted service, that 
appearing to have been the view generally adopted by the 
judges in chambers. 


Tre FoR cLosINc EvipENcE on Summons.—In giving 
jedgment on an adjourned summons heard before him on 
the 28th ult., the Master of the Rolls incidentally stated 
the practice in his chambers as to closing the evidence in 
cases originating hy summons (some of which, as his lord- 
ship r-marked, often necessitate the decision of very im- 
portant questions) to be as follows:—After a summons is 
taken out atime will, upon the application of either party, 
be fixed for the closing of the evidence. If this is not done 
and the case comes on, then, after the summons is opened, no 
further evidence will be allowed to be put in. His lordship 
was therefore of opinion that an affidavit filed after the 
summons had been opened before the chief clerk could not 
be usel as evidence at the adjourned hearing of the sum- 
mons before the court. 


JoisDER or CLAIM FoR RECEIVER WITH ACTION FOR 
Recovery oF Lanp.—In a case of Allen v. Kennet, before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 26th alt., Lawrance, for the 
plaintiff, applied for leave to join in the writ a claim for a 
receiver of the rents and profits of land with a claim for 
the recovery of possession of thesame land. He submitted 
that he would be entitled toa receiver under the Act of 
1873, s. 25, sub-section 8. The Master of the Rolls gave 
leave, remarking that he did not know that leave was 
mecessary. 


Seccuity For Costs—R. 7 or Fepruary, 1876 —On the 
25th ult. an application was made to Vice-Chancellor 
Malins under tre above rule ina suit of The Republic of 
Costa Rica v. Erlanger and others, by J. Pearson, Q.C., 
and Romer, for defendents, that the plaintiffs might be 
ondered to give further security for costs under the follow- 
ing circumstances :—The suit was instituted before the 
Judicature Acts came into operation, and the plaintiffs had 
been sequired to give and had given the usual security for 
c sts uuder the old practice by depositing a sum in court. 
The suit, which wa: a tedious and expensive one, proceeded 
fcr two years, and the defendants incurred heavy costs. 
They now applied for further security to be given by the 
plaintife, the forcign Government; and they contended 
that under r.7 of the Rules of February, 1876, the court 
was empowered to order such further security to be given. 
‘Ihe Vice-Chancellor held that the rule under which the 
#pplication was made did not apply tosuits instituted before 
the Jadicatur- Acts came into oj eration; and said, even if it 
did, Le should not, in the exercise of the discretion given to 
him by the rule, order a foreign Government, which had 
been allowed to proceed with its suit upon giving the 
security for ecsts which the old practice required, to give 
farther security. 


Artacumext—Notice—Orp. 44, %. 2.—In a case of 
Dallas v. Glyn, before Vice-Chancellor Malins on the 28th 
alt., Higgins, ‘).C., and Herbert Smith applied for the dis- 
charge from custody of the defendant, who was lying in 
Holloway Prison under a writ of attachment. The suit 
wes instituted in 1874 for the delivery ap by the defendant 
of certain furnitare and documents. No answer was re- 
anired, but in December, 1975, the defendant put in a 
voluutary enewer. In May, 1876, an order was made that 
the defendant shoul4, within fourteen days of service, put 
in @ enfficient affidavit of documents. This order, which 
was served on the With of May, was not obeyed, and on the 
ltth of Jane the plaintiff moved ez parte for a writ of 
attachment against the defendant. The writ issued, and 
the delerdant wae, at the date of the present application, 
lying in Holloway Prison. The question to be decided was 
whether the writ had ly iesaed, no notice having 
teen given to the defendant in pursaance of ord. 44, r. 2. 





Vice-Chancellor Malins held that the writ had issued m 
properly, for the following reasons :—The plaintiff could 
on the lst of November, 1875, have moved for a decree 
and therefore, under the rule laid down by the Master o 
the Rolls, and adopted by the other judges (ante, p. 33, 
24 W. BR. p. 19), the application for the writ of attach. 
ment in the present suit was made under the new practice, 
and should have been upon notice under ord. 44,r. 2. The 
writ was discharged accordingly. 


New Rvtes or Covrt.—On the 29th ult. Vice-Chan- 
cellor Hall intimated that a new set of rules of court 
had been framed by the judges, one of which will settle 
the vexed question of restraining actions against com- 
panies in liquidation, by giving power to the division in 
which a winding-up order is made to transfer to itself all 
actions against the company pending in any other divisions 
of the High Court. His lordship also intimated that 
another rule was intended to save the expense now often 
incurred in administration actions by directing inquiries 
as to persons (¢.g., next of kin) who might possibly turn 
ont, upon the true construction of a will, to have no 
interest in the subject-matter of the action. 


EvipeNnce By AFFIDAVIT IN A Prosate Action.—In the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, on the 27th ult., 
Bayford moved the court ina case of Cooke v. Tomlinson, 
which was an action brought for the purpose of proving a 
will in solemn form, to direct that the execution and at. 
testation of the will might be proved by affidavit. By ord. 
37, r. 1, ‘‘ the court or a judge may at any time, for suffi- 
cient reason, order that any particular fact or facts may be 
proved by affidavit,’ and it was urged that the words were 
wide enough to include the present case. The special 
grounds of the application were that the estate was worth 
only about £200, and that none of the parties who were 
cited had appeared. The president of the division re- 
marked that the last-mentioned fact was no ground for the 
application, since the parties might have refrained from 
appearing because they relied upon the various witnesses 
being examined in opencourt. He thought that ord. 37, 
r. 1, would not justify the order asked for, being ap- 
plicable only to the proof of isolated facts. 








The office of Vice-Chairman of Quarter Sessions for the 
St. Albans Division of Hertfordshire has become vacant by 
the death of Mr. George Robert Marten, of Marshallswick, 
St. Albans. 


On Wednesday evening, in the House of Commons, Mr. 
Raikes stated that owing to certain practices on the part 
of parliamentary agents attention had been called to the 
fact that any person might at present become a parlia- 
mentary agent on the simple recommendation of a member 
of Parliament or a justice of the peace. Sach a system 
of appointment afforded no guarantee of @ person's fitness 
for the position of parliamentary agent, and the noble 
lord, the chairman of committees in the other House, had 
thought it desirable that some joint action should be taken 
by the two Houses to protect the public interest in the 
matter, people being at present liable to suffer, not only 
from inexperience aud incapacity, but also from extortion 
on the part of persons calling themselves parliamentary 
agents. Personally, he (Mr. Raikes) could testity to the 
great capacity of parliamentary agents, from whom he had 
derived much assistance; and he thought the House was 
greatly indebted to those gentlemen for the able manner 
in which they conducted their business. At the same 
time, instances of unprofession»] conduct on the part of 
certain parliamentary agente bad come to light, such as 
dividing their fees with solicitors, a practice which, of 
course, tended very largely to increase the cost of parlia- 
mentary proceedings; and with aview of remedying that 
state of things he begged to move :—“ That a select com- 
mittee of five members be appointed to join with a com- 
mittee of five lords to consider the Sioa of making 
farther regulations concerning the admission aud practice 
of parliamentary agents, and to report their opinion 
thereon—namely, Mr. Dodson, Mr. Basil Woodd, Mr. 
O'Reilly, Mr. Bathurst, and Mr, Raikes, three to be the 
qucrum.” The motion was agreed to, 
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Recent Becisians. 


ANCIENT LIGHTS~—ANGLE OF 45°. 


(Theed v. Debenham, V.C.B., 24 W. R, 775, L. R. 
2 Ch. D. 165.) 


Some recent cases seem to have given rise to a mis- 
apprehension on the subject of how far the courts, in 
dealing with the question of interference with light, will 
allow themselves to be guided by the circumstance that 
the Legislature (see Metropolis Local Management Acts 
Amendment Act, 25 & 26 Vict. c. 102, s. 85), in provid- 
ing for the erection of new buildings, has laid down the 
rule that their height shall not exceed the breadth of the 
street. Vice-Chancellor Stuart seems to have been the 
first equity judge who noticed the rule laid down in the 
Act. “Itseems to me,” he said, in Beadel v. Perry (15 
W. R. 120, L. R. 3 Eq. 465), “that where, opposite to 
ancient lights, a wall is built, not higher than the 
distance between that wall and the ancient lights, there 
cannot, under ordinary circumstances, be such a 
material obscuration of the ancient lights as to make it 
necessary for this court to interfere by way of injunc- 
tion.” And he proceeds to refer to the Act in question, 
and to add that he had ascertained, from one of the 
most eminent judges in the common law courts, that, 
“as a general proposition,” the courts of law were dis- 
posed to take this view. The words “under ordinary 
eircumstances’’ and “as a general proposition” involve 
a statement, both by the Vice-Chancellor and the 
eminent common law judge, that circumstances may 
occur under which the courts would decline to be guided 
by the hard and fast line of measurement of 
angles; and in fact the ruling amounts to no more 
than this, that if the angle is forty-five degrees the pre- 
sumption will be that the light is not materially lessened ; 
and thisishowthe matter was put by Lord Selbornein the 
late case of The City of London Breweryv. Tennant (22 
W. R. 172, L. R. 9 Ch. 212). “With regard to the 
forty-five degrees,”’ said his lordship, “there is no posi- 
tive rule of law on that subject, the circumstance that 
forty-five degrees are left unobstructed being merely an 
element in the question of fact, whether the access of 
light is unduly interfered with.” But, he goes on to 
say that if the Legislature, when making general regula- 
tions as to buildings, considered forty five degrees would 
give sufficient light for comfortable occupation, ‘ the 
fact that forty-five degrees of sky are left unobstructed 
may, under ordinary circumstances, be considered prima 
facie evidence that there is not likely to be material 
injury.’ And he adds, “I make that observation, not 
imagining that either at law or in this court any judge 
has ever meant to lay down as a general proposition that 
there can be no material injury to light if forty-five 
degrees are left open; but I am of opinion thut if forty- 
five degrees are left, this is some primd facie evidence 
of the light not being obstructed to such an extent as 
to call for the interference of the court—evidence which 
requires to be rebutted by direct evidence of injury.” 
The rule thus enunciated was followed in Hackett v. 
Baiss (L. R. 20 Eq. 494) by the present Master of the 
Rolls, There the buildings complained of were not 
finiehed, but they had reached such a height as to leave not 
quite forty-five degrees of sky open; and this the learned 
judge took as an element of his decision, coupling it with 
the fact that there was some positive evidence that the 
then existing height had actually interfered with the 
access of light to a not inconsiderable extent. It is 
rather curious to see that in that case it seems to have 
been thought that the right point from which to measure 
the angle of forty-five degrees was the centre of the 
ntiff's ground floor windows; whereas if the Act of 
atliament is to be the guide—and there is no other 


‘ authority for the size of the anglo—the level of the centre 


of the street is the determining line of measurement. It 
is evident that to measuro from the centre of the ground 





floor windows is to allow the defendant to build his erec- 
tion exactly so much higher than the height fixed by the 
statute as the centre of the windows is above the centre 
of the roadway. 

In this state of the authorities the defendants in the 
recent case of Theed v. Debenham boldly “claimed’’ 
(according to the report of their argument in the Law Re- 
ports) ‘a rightto build to forty-five degrees, measured, not 
from the street as a base line, but from a liorizontal line 
drawn through the centre of” the ancient light in ques- 
tion. Such boldness was enough to defeat itself, and to 
give the Vice-Chancellor some excuse for declining, as he 
apparently did, to have anything to do with the rule of 
forty-five degrees at all. At any rate an injunction 
was granted the effect of which would be to continue 
the plaintiff in the enjoyment of considerably more than 
forty-five degrees of sky if measured from his window, 
though not much more than forty-five degrees if 
measured from the level of the street. We do not 
gather from the report that the Vice-Uhancellor really 
disapproved of the rule as laid down by Lord Selborne, 
viz., that forty-five degrees raises a prima facie case 
of sufficient light. Insufficient light was, in the Vice- 
Chancellor's opinion, proved (by means, it would appear, 
of a screen erected to the height of defendant's buildings 
and suddenly let fall), and the plaintiff occupier was a 
sculptor, who required a special kind of light. Under 
these circumstances the presumption that forty.five de- 
grees would be enough—and the rule goes no farther 
than this—was sufficiently rebutted in fact to make it 
unnecessary to state in so many words that it had been 
rebutted. 





THE PRISONS BILL. 


Tue verdicts of the quarter sessions on this Bill have been 
generally favourable. Thus at the Leicestershire Quarter 
Sessions, at a very full court on Tuesday, on the motion of 
Mr. Albert Pell, M.P., it was resolved ‘‘ That this court 
approves generally of the provisions of the Prisons Bill.” 
At the Bucks Sessions on Monday it was resolved “ Tnat 
this court approves generally of the Prisons Bill, but it is of 
opinion that the most effective constant supervision of the 
gaols would be secured through visiting justices, who 
should be recognized by the proposed chief commissiuner as 
being in the same position (except financially) with refer- 
ence to the Home Secretary as they are now in as 
the courts of quarter sessions." The Warwick- 
shire Quarter Sessions also by a majority of two ap- 
proved generally of the provisions of the measure, but 
affirmed that the existing supervision of county gaols by 
visiting justices should not be dimiaished further than is 
absolutely necessary. The Gloucestershire S-ssions adopted 
the following resolution :—“ That it is unwise to transfer 
the management and the responsibilities with respect to 
gaols from the local to a central authority ; that so fer es im- 
proved classification and redistribution of prisons may be 
found necessary, legislative powers should be given to the 
existing local authorities to effect such improvement, snb- 
ject to central control and supervision, and that if the con- 
templated transfer is carried out, and gaols be takea from 
local authorities and transferred to a central authority, all 
existing charges should accompany the transfer.” At the 
Worcestershire Quarter Sessions on Monday; Mr. Knight, 
M.P., moved « resolution in favour of the geveral priociple 
of the Bill, Tha motion was carried bya large majority. 
At the bees roe A the court resolved 5 a 
memorial to the Home Secretary, assenting to the passi 
of a Bill which would give to the pre ey Ath to be - 
nted by Government powers in excess of those nuw exercised 
y the Home Office, and toenable the Board to close many of 
the smaller prisons and make uniform rules as to discipline 
and punishment, but declaring the opinion of the magis- 
trates that the a of apvointing and discharging officers 
should be left in the hands of the courts of quarter ses- 
sion, as also the initiation of ali duties of the management, 
subject to the approval of the central board. At the 
Huntingdonshire Quarter Sessions Lord Sandwich proposed 
“That thia court, while recognizing the necessity of 
measures being adopted toseoure economy and efficiency ia 
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the management of prisons, is of opinion that it would be 
inexpedient to transfer the control and management of pri- 
sons from the local authorities to the Secretary of State.” 
Mr. Fellowes, M.P., proposed as an amendment to Lord 
Sandwich's resolution to leave out the words after ‘‘ inex- 
pedient” and to substitute “to take away the power of 
supervision of county gaols from the visiting justices.” 
The Earl of Sandwich withdrew his resolution, and Mr. 
Fellowes’s proposition, being put as a substantive motion, 
was agreed to nem. com. Atthe Devon County Sessions, 
on Tuesday, Lord Devon (chairman) submitted a resolu- 
tion recognizing the importance of establishing uniformity 
of discipline if practicable, and of introducing a well-con- 
sidered scheme for utilizing prison labour, for which objects 
a reasonable increase of central authority might be desirable, 
but deprecating the extent of interference with local bodies 
contemplated by the Bill in its present shape. The 
resolution was unanimously carried. The Anglesea 
Quarter Sessions passed unanimously a_ resolution 
approving of the Prisons Bill, but expressing a hope that 
the services of the visiting justices would be utilized as far as 
possible. At the Gloucestershire Quarter Sessions 
a resolution was proposed recognizing the Bill as a valu- 
able step towards removing the exceptional burdens now 
impesed upon ratepayers. An amendment was, however, 
adopted by 28 to 15, condemning the Bill because of its 
centralizing character. At the Somersetshire Quarter 
Sessions the report of the prisons committee approving the 
Bill was adopted by a large majority. At the East 
Riding Quarter Sessions at Beverley a resolution was 
adopted generally approving of the Bill, and appointing a 
committee to watch its progress. At the Bedfordshire 
Quarter Sessions the following resolution was unanimously 
agreed to :—‘‘ While admitting the principle of the main- 
tainance of prisons and prisoners out of the public fonds 
under the administration of the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, this court is of opinion that no 
measure for the regulation of prisons and prisoners can be 
satisfactory which would in any way be prejadicial to the 
interests of untrizd prisoners or would deprive convicted 
prisoners of the protection of a superintending power 
vested in some of her Majesty’s jastices of the peace, or 
would unduly weaken the authority of the visiting justices 
or prejadice the financial interests of the ratepayers.” 





THE LATE MR. H. W. COLE, Q.C. 


Ar the sitting of the Birmingham County Court on 
Jane 17, Mr. Motteram, Q.C., whopresided, addressing the 
members of the bar prior to commencing the business, 
said: Gentlemen—I cannot proceed to occupy the judge's 
seat in this court without referring to the sad and sudden 
loss we have sustained since ita last sitting; 2 loss which 
every one in any way connected with the conduct of the 
business of this court cannot fail to feel with something of 
the bitterness of a private and personal bereavement. It 
is but a week since our lamented friend administered 
justice from this chair, and now he has himself been sum- 
moued to that higher tribunal Lefore which all are equal ; 
and few indeed upon a call so sudden would be so well 
to meet'it. Here, where he was so well known, 
I need not dwell on his merits. His never-failing courtesy, 
his large legal knowledge, his sterling common sense, his 
unswerving integrity, were known toall, and had attracted 
the sincere regard of all with whom he was brought in 
contact ; but I should be doing an injustice to your feelings 
as well as to my own if I did not express our sense of the 
bereavement we have sustained. Mr. Cole was not only a 
just and upright jadge; he was a Christian English gentle- 
man—a man in every relation of life worthy of the love 
and honour which waited upon him, and he ought not to 
pass away without some tribute to his memory from his 
many friends in the court over which he presided so faith- 
fally and so well. Gentlemen, almost the last act of our 
late friend was to perform a public duty. During the 
whole of his illness he never ceased,I am told, to inquire 
how the business of the court was bein a) 
constantly were his thoughts upon hie work, Sed indeed 
and sudden bas been the loss we have sustained; may 
we all take warning by it. 
Mr. Loxdale Warren said : As the only member of the 





bar present, and the senior member actively en gaged in 
this court, and having also been ae by Mr. Young, 
who is unable to be here, to speak, I can only say I indorse 
most thoroughly and most cordially every word that has 
fallen from your honour’s lips. I am quite sure that from 
the first day our very much lamented and respected late 
judge presided in this court, no one who practised here, or 
came before him in any way, could question his ability, his 
uprightness, or hisjustness. Sir, to the bar, and indeed to 
all of us who practised before him—barristers or solicitors 
—he was ever most kind, most courteous; ever ready to 
oblige us by taking cases or postponing them for our con- 
venience, provided it did not interfere with the business 
of the court, or the convenience of suitors themselves. | 
will only, Sir, add that this court—the country in general 
in fact, but this court in particular—has sustained a serious 
and heavy loss; and we, who knew him best, have sus. 
tained the greater loss of a dear and sincere friend. 

Mr. Sargent, the senior solicitor practising in the court, 
said: For myself, and perhaps for my fellow-practitioners, 
I can say we echo and re-echo the feelings of very deep 
regret which fill us all this morning, and also the sen- 
timents of esteem which have been expressed for the late 
Mr. Cole. 








Appatuturents, Ete. 


Mr. James Bevan Bowen, barrister, of Llwyngwair, near 
Pembroke, who has been elected M.P. for Pembroke- 
shire in the Conservative interest, is the eldest son of the 
late Mr. George Bowen, of Llwyngwair, and was born in 
1823. He was educated at King’s College, London, and 
at Worcester College, Oxford, where he graduated B.A. in 
1849, and M.A. in 1851. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1856, and formerly practised 
as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. Mr. Bowen was 
High Sheriff of Pembrokeshire in 1862, the office having 
been filled by his family in nine saccessive generations, 
He is a magistrate, deputy-lieutenant, and depaty-chair- 
man of quarter sessions for that county ; also a magistrate 


for Cardiganshire, and a deputy-lieutenant for Carmarthen- 
shire. He previously represented Pembrokeshire from 
1866 til] 1868. 


Dr. Gzorce Wesspe Dasent, advocate and barrister, 
second Civil Service Commissioner, has received the honour 
of knighthood. Sir George Dasent was born in 1818, and 
was educated at King’s College, London, and at Magdalen 
Hall, Oxford, where he graduated second class in olassios 
in 1840. He afterwards proceeded to the degree of D.C.L., 
and in Hilary Term, 1852, he was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple, and later in the same year he was ad- 
mitted an advocate at Doctors’-commons. He is the author 
of “Popular Tales from the Norse,” and of several novels. 
He was for many years an examiner to the Civil Service 
Commissioners, and he has been second commissioner since 
1870. 


Mr. Wit11AM Josern Fosrer, solicitor, of 21, Birchia- 
lane, has been appointed a Commissioner to take Acknow- 
ledgments and Proof of Execution of Deeds, Powers of 
Attorney, Affidavits, and other Documents for the State 
of Pennsylvania. Mr. Foster has also been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths for the Stannaries Court 
of Devonshire and Cornwall. 


Sir Henry Maragr Jackson, baronet, Q.C., M.P., has 
been appointed a Depaty-Lieutenant for Monmouthshire, 


Mr. Water Perrexcorn, solicitor, of Oxford, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Coart of Judicature. 


Mr. Atyrep Caries Taruaw, solicitor, of 11, Staple- 
inn, and H , bas been appointed Legal Adviser to the 
Hornsey Local Boord of Health, in the place of the late 
Mr. William Hammond, of Finchley. Mr. ‘Tatham is alao 
solicitor to the Hornsey School Board, and vestry olerk of 
the parish. He was admitted a solicitor in 1842, and ia ic 
partoership with Mr. Michael Hodgson Tatham. 

Mr. Wustam Hener Fauwrterp, solicitor, of 26, 
Bis -within, has been elected Clerk to the 
Poplar District Board of Works. 
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Societies. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


This society, at its meeting held on the 27th inst. at th® 
‘Law Institution (Mr. Garrett president), proceeded with and 
concluded the consideration of the proposed rules setting 

forth the practice of the society during debates, and the 
rules,as altered, were adopted and ordered to be re- printed. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held at Clem- 
ent’s-inn Hall on Wednesday, June 28. Mr. Shirley 
“Ghirley, B.A., presided. Mr. Rogers opened the debate— 
-yir., ‘‘ That the principle of Mr. Macdonald’s Bill which 
would render masters liable for the negligent acts of their 
-gervants causing injury to fellow-servants is worthy of 
-support.” The motion was lost by a majority of one vote. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Norices Fork THE ANNUAL MEETING. 
The following notices of motion have been given for the 
-annual general meeting on July 11, 1876 :— 

By Mr. J. Turner—l. That in the opinion of the 
society the rate of remuneration of 6s. 8d. an 
hour or £2 per day, and the scale of charges, 
made after such rate, fixed by the ‘general order of 
the Court of Chancery of the 26th of February, 1806, which 
has since been followed as the rate of remuneration to be 
allowed for professional services in courts of justice, having 

to the change in the value of money since that 
period, the great increase in the amount of office rent, 
clerks’ salaries, and the price of articles of domestic consump- 
tion, and the general change in the condition of the times, 
is wholly inadequate for the duties performed by solicitors, 
and to the support and maintenance of a liberal profe-sion, 
and the continuance of the same is unjust and inexpedient. 
2. That it be an instruction to the council of the society 
to present a memorial to the President of the High Court of 
Justice, or by such other means as may appear proper re- 
present the inadequacy of professional remuneration, and to 
endeavour to procure an increased rate to be allowed and a 
scale of charges to be issued based upon such increased rate 
of remuneration, and that for the purpose aforesaid the 
council, so far as practicable, do obtain the co-operation of 
the various law societies throughout the country, 

Mr. C. Ford has signified his intention to move—1. That 
the thanks of this society be and are hereby tendered to the 
Right Honourable Lord Selborne for his efforts to procure 
substantial reforms in regard to the system of legal educa- 
tion in this country, and in regard to the constitution of 
the Inns of Court. That a copy of this resolution be for- 
warded to Lord Selborne. 2, That the thanks of this 
society are on public grounds due, and are hereby tendered, 
to Mr. Norwood, M.P., for his efforts in connection with the 
Bill of the present session of Parliament which proposed to 
constitute the relation between counsel and client one of 
ordinary contract. That a copy of this resolution be for- 
warded to Mr. Norwood, M.P. 3. That in the opinion of 
this meeting the interests of the public require that solicitors 
should enjoy a right of audience, as advocates, before courts 
of borough and county quarter sessions ; and that with this 
view it is desirable that steps be taken by the council to 
procure the necessary legislative enactment, and—To ask the 
president whether the council has taken any, aud, if so, 
what, steps with a view to legislation in regard to the reso- 
lution of the council of the 5th of February last upon the 
subject of a freer interchange between the two branches of 
the profession. 


It is understood that the following gentlemen are candi- 
dates for the two vacanvies occasioned in the council by the 
death of Mr. Hull, of Liverpool, and the retirement of Mr. 
William Ford—viz., Mr. Joseph Dodds, M.P., London and 
Stockton-on-Tees; Mr. Richard Nicholson, London, 

— and Herbert); Mr. Robert Cunoliffe, London 
Cunoliffe and Beaumont). 








Legal News. 


In delivering judgment in several cases on Wednesday, 
Mr. Justice Brett is stated to have said that he was sorry 
not to have been able to deliver written judgments ic ‘ose 
cases, but the pressure on the judges was so great that he 
had been unable to do so, and rather than the parties should 
incur a long delay he had determined to give these judgments. 


The New Zealand Jurist says that on a recent applica- 
tion to the resident magistrate at Port Chalmers for pro- 
fessional costs, Mr. Mansford said that he had consulted 
with Mr. Bathgate on the subject of such costs, and they 
had decided to fix a scale as follows for sams sued for :— 
Under £5, nothing ; from £5 to £10, the magistrate to be 
applied to; £10 to £20, one guinea; £20 to £50, two 
guineas ; £50 to £100, three guineas. 


The Scotsman says that after a good deal of delay, the 
Government have appointed Mr. John Gemmel, one of the 
procurators-fiscal for the sheriff courts, to the office of- 
stipendary magistrate for the city of Glasgow, the salary 
being, it is stated, £1,000 per annum. There werea large 
number of applicants for the appointment, amongst them 
one or two gentlemen connected with the bar in Edinburgh, 
in addition to several local lawyers. Mr. Gemmel, has for 
twenty years discharged the duties of joint procurator- 


The Albany Law Journal says that the uncertainty of 
the law is well illustrated in a decision lately given by 
the Circuit Court of Cook County upon the question as to 
who is Mayor of Chicago, the contestants being Messrs. 
Hoyne and Colvin, the latter claiming to hold over, and 
the former claiming to have been elected in place of the 
latter. According to the Chicago Legal News, all five of 
the judges agreed that Colvian’s term was not extended by 
the new charter. Three of the five judges were of the 
opinion that Colvin has the right to hold over until his 
successor is elected and qualified, and that Hoyne’s election 
was not a legal election. Two of the five jadges were of 
the opinion that Hoyne’s election was legal, and that he is 
now the legal mayor of Chicago. Threeof the judges were 
of the opinion that there is a vacancy in the office of mayor, 
and that the common council have power to call a special 
election to fill it. 


Lord Redesdale, in proposing a motion on the subject of 
parliamentary agents in the House of Lords, said that at pre- 
sent no professional qualification was required in the case of 
persons who practised as parliamentary agents, and much in- 
convenience and loss to the promoters of private Bills resulted 
from the incompetency of some of those agents. The only 
qualification required by a person who proposed to practise 
as a parliamentary agent was a certificate from a member 6f 
Parliament, a justice of the peace, a barrister, or solicitor. 
Some time ago the other House of Parliament made an order 
requiring parliamentary agents to make a declaration that 
they would observe the rules, orders, and regulations of that 
House, and pay fees which they might be ordered to pay. 
There was no corresponding order of their lordships’ House, 
He moved that a select committee be appointed to join with 
a committee of the Commons to consider the expediency of 
making i par 4 regulations sonmening the admission and 
ractice of parliamen agents, and to re their opini 
thewpon and that cop ly committee = of ised Lane 
downe, the Duke of Buccleuch, Lord Camperdown, Lord 
Redesdale, and Lord Penrhyn. The motion was agreed to 
as was also a resolution directing the communication of the, 
motion to the other House of Parliament. 


Mr. Edward Preston, of 1, Great College-street, Weit- 
minster, writes to us with reference to the recovery of 
$200,000 from the Crown by means of a next-of-kin 
advertisement, as follows:—The recovery of so lange a 
sum from the ones one above noted ia, I -_* 
without precedent eserves a passing notice, 8 
order for yment out of court was made by the Vice- 
Chancellor ns last week under the following oiroam- 
stances :—In December, 1871, Mrs, Maria Mangin Brown, 
then of Hertford-atreet, Mayfair, died intestate, leaving 

ty of the value of over £200,000, and with no 
own next-of-kin. aently the then Solicitor tg 
the Treasury (Mr. Gray, Q.C.) took possession of her 
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estate on bebalf of the Crown, and‘ paid all expenses of 
admipistratior, and ber debts. Advertisements were then 
iseued by the Crown Solicitor to ascertain who were Mrs, 
Brown’s next-of-kin, ard fourteen pereops came in there- 
under. Four of them (Italians) bave just proved their 
claim to the satisfaction of the court, and the matter 
eame on by petition, praying payment to the petitioner, 
Filippo Tomasso Mattia Freccia, of £192,535, the balance 
ef the above eum of £200,000, after providing for succes- 
sion duty and costs. After some discussion between the 
counsel, the Vice-Charcellor made an order in the terms of 
the prayer of the petition. 


A wag < toersag of the Albany Law Journal sends a copy 
ef the following answer in divorce, which he says was 


actually filed in the Court of Common Pleas for Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio :— 
CaTHARINE F., Piff. 


- In the Cowt of Common Pleas, 
Joutt F.. Deft. Cuyaliga County, Ohio. 

Answering the plaintiff's petition, the defendant says he 
regrets to confess it is true he was once married to the 
plaintiff. Hetakes pleasure, however, in ssying that after hav- 
ing left him three or four times much to his relief, she for the 
last time ran awsy about two years ago and abandoned him 
and returned to him no more ; and he is happy in stating 
further that ever since said time he has neither seen her 
nor heard of her, until invited into this court in this pro- 
eeeding. Wherefore he does not know and cannot say 
ef her continuous residence of one year in this State, nor 
present bond fide residence in this county as by ber alleged, 
and as to the other allegations of her petition this phen as 
denies them each and every one. 

The defendant hopes and prays that it may be in the 
power of this court to grant a divorce, and he also avers 
that he is wholly indifferent whether it be granted on 
plaintiff's application or defendant’s—in either event it will 
be a great boon to the defendant. The plaintiff is a very 
bad woman, and is one of the worst wives man could 
unfortunate enough to get. She stabbed defendant in 
Bohemia, and made bis life a burden to him so long as 
she afflicted him with her presence in America, and when 
she ran away as above alleged she stole snd carried 
away every visible and tangible thing this defend- 
ant owned which was movable. Defendant is, however, 
advised by counse), and is of the belief, that he has no 
tnfficient legal grounds for a divorce as against her, provable 
under the Jaws of Ohio; and, therefore, now patiently 
awaits the expiration of her three years’ wilful absence 
from him, until his time come, when unless sooner relieved 
either by death or by this proceeding, this defendent will 
invoke the intervention of this court tor the relief too long 


delayed. 
By W. S. K. 
His Solicitor. 





[Answer 41 ern to by Defendant. ] 


On Grand Day in Trinity Term at Gray’s-inn, on Satur- 
day last, before dinner, the credentials of the distinctions 
achieved by the students of this society in the public ex- 
amination of students in Trinity Term, 1876, conducted 
under the direction of the Council of Legal Education, and 
also ov the competition for the scholarships specially pro- 
vided by and founded in the society for ite mewbers, were 
distributed by the treasurer of the society, Mr. W. C. 
Pooks, Q.C., as follows :—To Mr. Miles Walker Mattinson, 
who obtained the Bacon Scholarship of the society in 

* Trinity Term, 1874, also a first-class studentship in the 
public examination of stodente by the Council of Legal 
Education, in Trinity Term, 1875, the certificate of the 
Council of Legal Education that be bad passed an exami- 
mation with honour in this Trinity Term. To Mr. Stuart 

, & certificate of the Council of Legal Education 
that be had passed first in their public examination in 
Jarisprudence and Civil Law, during this Trinity Term, 
and that they had awarded him a first-class studentship of 
100 guineas per annum, for s of two years; also to 
Mr. Macaskie, his first in the examination 
of the students of this society in this Trinity Term, in the 


Scholarship” of £45 per avnum, tenable for two years. 





To Mr. Albert Herbert Lush, a certificate of the Connciy 
of Legal Education that he had passed first in their public 
examination in Jurisprudence and Civil Law, during thig 
Trinity Term, and they had awarded him a studentsbip of 
100 guineas, for one year. To Mr. Charles Alfred Russell, 
upon his passing second in the examination of the studenta 
of this society, for this Trinity Term, in the History of Fng. 
land, political and constitutional, the certificate of the aociet; 
awarding him their ‘* Holt Scholarship” of £40 per annum, 
tenable for two years. To Mr. John Joseph Francis, for- 
the best essay on the Judicature Act, 1873, and its prob. 
able effect on the administration of the law in England, a 
certificate from the society awarding him the “‘ Lee Prize” 
of £25, founded by the late Mr. John Lee, Q.C., LL.D., 
late a master of the bench of the society, ‘‘as a prize for 
some essay on the Jaws of Justinian, or on the common or- 
statute law of our country.” The treasurer also announced 
that the subject for the next Lee Prize essay is, ‘‘ The 
difference between contingent remainders and executory 
devises and limitations, both with regard to their creation. 
and incidents.” 








PROFESSIONAL HABILIMENTS IN 
SCOTLAND. 


Tue wig and gown of the members of the bar of Scotland 
at: present used are not prescribed by any regulation of the- 
court or of the Crown, or even of the Faculty of Advocates. 
The costume seems to have come gradually into use, and 
differs from that prescribed by law. : 

So early as 1455 (long before the institution of the Court 
of Session) the Scottish Parliament enacted, “That alf 
men of law that are forespeakers for the cost [hired advo- 
cates] have habits of green of the fashion of a tunykill, and 
the sleeves to be open as a tabart.””—(1455, c. 12, 2% 
Thomeon’s Acts, p. 43.) 

The matter remained without any further regulation 
for nearly 200 years. In 1609 it appears that judges even 
wore no professional costume; and the same may be in- 
ferred as to advocates. By the Act 1609, c. 8, the whola 
matter was referred to King James VI. by the Scottish 
Parligment in an Act of Parliament which, for soft sawder, 
never was surpassed. The subject, too, was one congenial 
to the tastes of the great king :—“ Aud because a comelie, 
decent, and orderlie bhabite and apparrell in the Judges 
of the land is not onely ave ornament to thomselves (being 
a badge and marke for distinguishing them from the vulgar 
sort), but the same also breeds in common people that 
reverence and regard that is due and proper for men in 
these places: And this being a custome universallie ob- 
served almaist through all Europe, the want whereof is 
greatlie censured by strangers resorting in these parts :. 
The saids estaites, therefore, upon infinite proves they have 
of His Majesties maist singulare wisdome in all his direo- 
tions, and of his grations love and affection to this his 
native kingdome, have, in all hamilitie, referred to His 
Highness awne appoyntment the assigning of any sik 
severall sort of habite and vestment as shall be in His 
Majesties judgment maiat meet and proper, as well fox © 
Lords of Session, being the supreme judges in civill actions, 
as for all other inferior judges of the lyke causes, As 
also for the criminall and ecclesiastical judges, and fos 
advocates, lawyers, and all others living by law and 
practice thereof ; that sa every ane of these people may be 
knawn and dignosced in their place, calling, and function, 
and may be accordinglie regarded and respected. Attour,. 
His Majestie and LEstaites foresaids, considering what 
slander and contempt hes arisen to the ecclesiastical! 
estate of this kingdome by the occasion of the light and 
undecent apparel] used by some of that profession, and 
cheeflie those having vote in Parliament: It is therefore 
statute, that everie preacher of God's word shall hearafter 
wear black, grave, and comelie apparel], beseeming mep 
of their estate and profession ; as lykewyse that all pryors, 
abbots, and prelate, having vot in Pariiament, and es- 
peciallie bishops, sball weare grave and decent apparrell 
agreeable to their fanction, and as appertaines to men 
of their rank, dignitie, and place. And because the 
haill Ketaites humblie avd thankfullie acknowledges 
that God of His great mercy has made the people 
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and subjects of this countrie'sa happie as to have 
a king raigne over us, wha is maist* godlie, wyse, 
and religious, hating all erronious and vaine superstition, 
just in government, and of lang experience therein, knaw- 
ing better than any king living what apperteins and is con- 
venient for every estate in their behaviour and duetie. 
Therefore it is agreed and consented to by the said Estaites, 
that what order soeve: His Majestie in his great wisdome 
shall think meet to prescrive for the apparrell of kirkmen, 

ble to their estate and moyen, the same being sent in 
writ by his majestie to his clerk of register, shall be a suf- 


ficient warrant to him for inserting thereof in the buikes of 
Parliament, to have the strength and effect of ane act there- 


Following up this statute, the King sent a letter to the 
Privy Council, dated the 16th of January, 1610, which will 
be found printed in the first volume of the “ Miscellany of 
the Maitland Club,” p. 149. A proclamation was therefore 
issued, dated the 30th of January, 1610, which acknowledges 
the King’s “ singular wisdome in all his princelie directionis, 
and his gratious love to this his antient and native king- 
dome,” in reference to the apparel, ‘‘ alswele for the Lordis 
of Sessioun, being the supreme judgis in civile actionis, as 
for all utheris inferiour judgeis in the lyke causes, as also 
for the criminal ecclesiastical judgeis, and for advocats, 
lawyris, and all utheris leving by law and practize thairof, 
as also for churche men.”” His Majesty, it was stated, had 
sent certain directions, but reserved to himself to add there- 
to on more due consideration, and when he had more leisure. 
The directions as to the lawyers were—“ That the President 
and remanent ordinarie Lordis of Sessioun sall weare a pur- 
pour (purple) cloath gowne, faced all about with red crim- 
son satyne, with a hood of purple, lyned with crimson 
satyne also, according the model and forme of a gowne send 
downe be His Majestie to be a pattern for all gownes of 
ordinarie sessionaris, onlie the Presidentis gowne sall be 
faced with red crimson velvet, and the hood lynit with red 
erimson velvet.” 

This seems to be the gown at present worn by the judges. 
sk — gown has disappeared ; long ago moth-eaten 
no doubt. 

With regard to the bar, clerks of session, and writers to 
the signet, the regulution was—‘ That the advocatis, clerkis 
of the sessioun and signet, sall haif their gownis of black, 

yned with some grave kind of lyning or furring.” 

_ Regulations are also made as to the gowns of thejusticiary 
judges; but these were ultimately settled by the subsequent 
Act, 1672, c. 16, which contains this explicit enactment— 
“For the splendour of that Court all the Judges sit in red 
robes, faced with white; that of the Justice-General’s being 
lined with ermine for distinction from the rest.” The con- 
sequence of this difference in the gowns for the Courts of 
Session and justiciary is, that when their lordships have to 
pronounce sentence upon a thief, or hear a suspension ap- 
propriated to the justiciary, and are at the time sitting in 
the Court of Session, they must retire for their justiciary 

wns, and much to the edification of the assembled public, 

@ same elderly persons re-appear so entirely transmogrified, 
that it requires some observation to recognize the same per- 
formers in their new part. 

_ The gown of the advocate, it will be observed, was to be 
lined. An idea of what it was may be obtained from 
drawings in the Lyon Office, representing the order of the 
funeral of the Chancellor Rothes in1681. Representations 
are given in the drawings of all who attended in their 

The gowns of the jadges appear to have been the 
same then as now. The Lord Advocate is in the same fall 
dress gown as worn by him, on important occasions, at 

Present. The Dean of Faculty and Solicitor-General are 
not distinguisbed as wearing any different gowns from the 
ordinary bar ; and at what time this latter officer assumed 
& silk gown cannot be ascertained. The gowns of the outer 
bar are vepoasoted in the drawings as having ornaments 
down the front, very much like the braiding on the gown 
of the Lord Advocate. The whole bar wore bands and 
fall-bottomed wigs, The bands went out of general use 
in the course of the succeeding half-century ; and in the 
faculty minutes on the 19th of Jane, 1766, there appears a 

of motion to this effect:—' That for the more 
decent habite and apparel of the Advooates, and to distin- 
guish them from othera who wear either the same apparel 
or very little different from it, that it should be resolved 
that the Advocates shall wear bands as a part of their 





formalities ; that the Dean and his council shall wait oa 
the Lord President and lay before his lordship this motion- 
and pray his lordship’s and the Court's approbation. The 
Faculty delayed the consideration of this affair till some 
after meeting.” Nothing further was done in the matter by 
the faculty, and the delayed motion has yet to be taken 
up. At what time bands were entirely given up cannot be 
traced. In Crosbie’s picture, which hangs in the Parlia- 
ment House, he is represented as wearing bands, but the 
picture is said to have been painted when he was in: 
London on an appeal to the House of Lords. At present, 
when a member of the outer bar pleads before the House 
of Lords, the bands are resumed. 

The only body that seem to have worn, at the funeral of 
the Chancellor, the plain stuff gown now worn by advo- 
cates, were the professors in the university; and it is 
probable that convenience and considerations of economy 
may have recommended it to the bar in later times, 

It will thus be observed that the professional costume of‘ 
the bar was prescribed by the Crown in virtue of statutory 
authority ; and any difficulty as to the source from which 
orders should be taken on tke matter at present in refer- 
ence to inferior court practitioners and all other profes- 
sional persons, would have been at once obviated, had the 
statute of James still continued operative, as a perpetual 
reference of this matter to the Sovereign for the time. It 
is, however, not so. All doubt as to the temporary 
character of the Act 1609 is taken away by the Act 
1633, c. 3, which shows that the Parliament of 1609 did 
not hand over the regulation of the subject to every 
reigning Sovereign. It required the special Act 1633, c. 3, 
before Charles I. could exercise the authority which had 
been conferred on his father, so far at least as kirkmen 
were concerned; and such also seems the construction 
applicable to the clause in the Act 1609, c. 8, referring to 
judges and advocates, which is as personal to King James’ 
as the su nent clause referring to kirkmen. 

The Act 1633, c. 3, enactsa—“* Remembering that in the 
Act of Parliament made in the year 1609, anent the 
apparrell of judges, magisirates, and kirkmen, it was 
agreed that what order soever His Majesties father of 
blessed memorie should prescrive for: the apparel of kirk-- 
men, and send in writ to his Clerk of Register, should’ 
bee a snofficient warrant for inserting the same in tte 
bookes of Parliament, to have the strength of an Act 
thereof, have all consented that the same power shall re-- 
maine with the person of our Sovereigne Lord, and his 
successors that now is, and with the same clause for exe- 
cution thereof, as in the said Act is contained,” 

The statutory authority thus personal to James VI. ex-- 
pired, so far as regards advocates. 

The Court of Session never interfered in any authorita- 
tive way with the costume of the bar. The only notices 
that can be found of their attention being directed to the 
matter of robing, are the following. In the minutes of 
the Faculty of Advocates of the 19th of November, 1675, 
there is this entry :—‘‘ The Deane of Facultie having re- 
presented the modest way which was used in ye Crimin: It 
Court and yat ye Lords recommended to the Advocats to 
appeir in yair gownes, which being desyred, all Advocats 
wer desyred to appear in yr gowns.” 

Again, in the Acts of Sederant of the 23rd of June, 1750, 
there is a statement to the effect, that the writers to the 
signet “ desired to wear their gowns in the Session House, 
according to the ancient custom, if the Lords would 
approve of their so doing, to which the Lords made no ob- 
jection.” 

The Faoulty of Advocates again seem to have considered. 
the matter either below or above their notice; for except: 
the solitary motion about bands (which came to nothing), 
there does not ooour in their minutes (which, however, only 
extend as far back as 1661) any entry relative to —- 
Each member appears to have been allowed to follow hie- 
own taste, provided only his gown were black. And the 
successive changes probably were only acquiesced ia by 
the general mass of members after an interval of years 
from their introdaction. These. changes were numerous, 
Bands have disappeared ; and so have the full-bottomed 
wigs and the powder; and the professor's gown has come 
in place of the ornamental garment lined with fur, pre- 

bed by King James, and represented ia the above- 
mentioned drawing ; and, lastly, the Solicitor-General— 
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“apparently by no warrant but from himself—assumed a silk 


gown. 

It is probable that the reason why the Crown has not 
exercised the same direct interference with the Scotch, as 
it bas done with the English bar, is, that the Court of 
Session is a court created by statute, which defines its 
constitution and powers. In this respect it differs from 
the English courts. The Queen’s Bench is a court in 
which the Sovereign was formerly accustomed to sit in 
person, on which account it was moved with the Royal 
household; and the Exchequer and Common Pleas also 
derived their origin from Royal and not parliamentary 
authority. It is obvious that the authority of the Crown 
would be more direct and influential in the arrangements 
of such courts than it could be with reference to a 
statutory court like the Court of Session. 

The elaborate proclamation of King James fixing the 
official robes of all persons in authority, judges, provoats, 
bailies, doctors of law and divinity, ministers, and others, 
was duly read (like the proclamation of the Empress of 
India) at all the market crosses of every burgh in Scot- 
jand, and has never been altered by any subsequent pro- 
clamation. It takes no notice of inferior judges other 
than commissaries, nor of inferior court procurators. The 
latter class of professional gentlemen have, however, 
followed out its spirit by wisely appearing in court with 
the gown of the bar, thus indicating to the crowd that they 
are professional men entitled to be there. , 

Connected with this matter of professional habiliments, 
there is a curious custom both at the Scotch and English 
bar, of certain counsel pleading within the bar, while 
others have to do so from the outside, It seems to be 
considered that the former have a great privilege, denied 
to the latter, but the value of which we have never been 
able to appreciate, except in the case where the judge has 
arrived at that age when his hearing is considerably im- 
paired. Itis a disadvantage to an orator to be obliged to 
address his audience within three feet of their faces ; but 
still, this privilege in Scotland rests upon statute as re- 
gards one of the persons who enjoys it, and in regard to 
the other it rests on custom. 


The right of the Lord Advocate to plead within the bar 


has the authority of statute. By the Act 1537, c. 57, it 
is enacted, “‘ that nane Advocate nor Procurator within 
the bar stand to pley, bot passe outwith, with the partie, 
except the Kingis Advocat.” And the King, on the 20th 
of January, 1538, sent aletter to the court, directing them 
to allow the Lord Advocate to remain during the advisings 
of the bench, which then took place in private (Recorded 
in the Acts of Sederunt). The Lord Advocate also acted 
jadicially, and had a vote with the judges in the deci- 
sion of causes (see Acts of Sederunt, 17th Nov., 
1610, p. 69). In those causes where he himself was 
counsel, his vote was rejected. Mr. James M‘Gill allegit 
that the Advocate sulde nocht remain and vote on the 
mater forsaide, becaus the accione is perseuit be him, and 
at his instance as Advocate, and therefor snide nocht vote, 
The Lords be sentence interlocutour findis that the Advo- 
cate sulde ryse, and pass to the bare, and nocht vote 
thereon’’ (Acts of Sederunt, 4th Feb., 1564, p. 47). 

With regard to theSolicitor-General, there is the following 
peovision in an Act of Sederunt, 28th February, 1662:— 
“ The macers are authorized to remove all persons of whatso- 
ever quality who should be found within the innermost bar, 
where the Ordinary, Lords, and Clerks do abide, except the 
keeper of the minute-book, the King’s Solicitor, and one 
servant appointed by His Majesty’s Advocate.” 

But this privilege was soon taken from the Solicitor, and 
the old practice returaed to, of allowing only the Lord Advo- 
cate clerks to be within the bar. 

_ On the 16th of December, 1686, the court, without any 
—". ove meg te and upon their — rng 
issued ollowing declaration in to the parti 

had ri fo tons Cae ee ie eo 

“The Lords of Councill end Session considering, That by 
the ancient custome, no , of whatsoever soos were 
permitted to come within the barr of the Inner Tome ureing 
the time of debateing causes, except his Majesty's Advocat, 
the Clerks of Session, the Clerk of the Bills and his deput, 
and one Macer: They do revive that custome, and ordain the 
same to be duly in time comeing, dischargeing 
hereby rarer i ateeaaies 
above exprest to come within the barr, as they will be 





; —=== 
answerable on their perill: And io case any person. be 
desyreous to s with any of the Lords while they are 
upon the Bench, that he call for a Macer at the door, and 
give notice thereof by him: It is always hereby declared, 
that the Lord Thesaurer, and Thesaurer-Depute, or ’ the. 
Commissioners of His Majestie’s Thesaurary, not being of 
the Bench, shall be allowed to be within the barr when the 
King’s causes are called and debated, and no otherways.” 

In 1713, when Forbes publisked his collection of decisions, 
he describes the Lords as sitting at a semi-circular bench: — 
‘‘The bar, like a diameter line, at which the Advocates, 
and even the King’s Solicitors, stand and plead uncovered, . 
is opposite to the Bench. Her Majesty’s Advocate sits in a 
chair within this bar and pleads always with his hat on” 
(Preface to Forbes’ Collection of Decisions). The practice of 
the Advocate pleading with his hat on was introduced in the 
time of Sir Thomas Hope, who was Advocate to King Charles 
I. This indulgence he owed to bis having two sons on the 
Bench—Sir John, his eldest, and Sir Thomas, Lord Kerse ” 
(Notes to Tait’s Index, p. 500). 

The Crown, however, interfered on behalf of the Solicitor. 
General. When Charles Areskine, afterwards Lord Tiawald, 
was appointed sole Solicitor on the 10th of June, 1725 (it 
bein fhe ractice both then and afterwards to have more 
Solicitors than one), he produced a letter to the court from 
King in the following terms :— 

“ George R.—Right trusty and well-beloved, we greet you 
well : ereas, we have appointed Mr. Charles Areskine, 
Advocate, to be sole Solicitor Gor that part of Great Britain 
called Scotland, and we being pleased to show him a farther 
mark of our royal favour, it is our will and pleasure that a 
seat be placed for him within the bar of your Court, where 
and from whence he may be at liberty to plead cases in your 
presence: and we do hereby direct you to cause such to be 
placed accordingly. Given at our Court at St. James, this 
2nd day of June, 1725, in the 8th year of our reign. yy 
Majesty’s appointment, sic subscribitur, Roxburgh ” (MSS 
Records of Privy Council). 

The entry in the Book of Sederunt bears that the letter 
was read and ordered to be recorded, that the Solicitor took 
the ‘oaths, ‘‘ and that the Lords appointed a seat for him 
within the bar” (MSS. Books of Sederunt). 

When Robert Dundas was appointed Solicitor in 1742, he. 

roduced a similar letter, and the entry in the Books of 
erunt is in the same terms. 

But when Henry Dundas was appointed golicitor in 1766, 
no letter appears granting him this privilege, and the minute 
in the Sederunt Book does not confer it. 

From Tait’s reports it would appear that the privilege 
thus granted by the Crown to the Solicitor had come to be 
recognized, in 1775, as one he was entitled to claim 
irrespective of express grant. Tait states that “ when Mr. 
gg oy d presented his commission as sole Solicitor, with 
the whole privileges of his office as enjoyed by his pre- 
decessors, the Lords understood one of them to be his 
being allowed to sit and plead within the bar; therefora 
he was admitted to do so. Formerly, the Solicitors used 
to get a special letter to that effect; but now, when there 
is only one Solicitor, it is held to be a privilege of his office, 
not when there is two.” —-(5 Brown, Sup. p. 603.) 

Apparently it was upon some idea of this kind that the 
two Solicitors in Bankton’s time acted—* The Solicitor takes 
care of the King’s interest as assistant to the Advocate. 
Both have the privilege of pleading within the bar; at least 
the Solicitor formerly enjoyed it, though now the two 
gentlemen joined in the commission as Solicitors do not use 
such privilege.”—(Bankt. vol. ii. p. 492.) 

In modern times the practice is for the president of the 
court to direct the Solicitor to take his seat within the bar. 

Thus it will be seen that the Lord Advocate has right to 
sit within the bar in virtue of a statute ; and the Solicitor’s 
admission to the same privilege may be said to have 
originated with the Crown since the Aet of Sederunt of 1662 
was repealed in 1686. 

At the same time, the court seem to have asserted the 
right to admit such parties as they pleased within the bar. 
By the Act of erunt of 16th December, 1686, above 
quoted, they permitted the Lord Treasurer, or the Com~ 
missioners of the Treasury, to be within the bar when 
Crown causes were heard. And by Act of Sederunt of 7th 
July, 1763, ‘‘ this day the Lords resolved to admit all the 


members of his Majesty's Most Honourable Privy Council, 


whether or commoners, within the bar, and to have a 
seat in this house’’ (p. 541). This was a decided alteration 
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of the old rule and practice. Fountainhall reports a case 
where the practice was thus stated—* The-Marquis of Mont- 
rose com pearing to choose his curators i» presentia, the 
Lords, by the fault of their macers, suffering the La 

Marchioness, his mother, and many with her, to enter 
within the inner bar, were necessitated to desire her to re- 
move ; and then cause signify it was the privilege of none to 
stand within but Dukes and Duchesses—which my lady 
obeyed.”’— (Marquis of Montrose, 8th Nov. 1695, 4 Brown 


Sup. 277. 

Thus it would appear that. both the Crown and the court 
hhave exercised the right of authorizing any person they 
leased to come within the bar. With this qualification, 
that the Lord Advocate can take his seat there in virtue of 
a statute and without consent of the court. 

In regard to two Solicitor-Generals being in office at the 
same time, it is very odd to find that in the year 1830, 
‘Brougham, who disliked Cockburn, and liked John Archibald 
Murray, pressed very much for the revival of the oftices of 
Joint-Solicitors in their persons, seeing that he could not 
et Murray put over Cockburn’s head. In a letter by 
Sockburn to T. F. Kennedy, recently published by the 
latter gentleman, he says :—‘ Murray had a letter from 
Brougham to-day, which announces that to-morrow there 
will be a formal notice of Jeffrey being Advocate, and 
Murray and I Joint-Solicitors. . . . As to the Joint- 
Solicitor-Generalship, I think, Ist, That it is an inexpe- 
dient measure for the public, and one which tends to get ridi- 
cule for the party. It implies a division of one cherry merely 
to please two Whigs; the office itself implying individual 
honours, duties, and responsibility. What would we have 
said if it had been shared between Pat, Robertson and Dun- 
can Macneill? 2nd, That coming, as it seems to do, from 
Brougham, who is a thousand times more the friend of 
Murray than of mine, it is Murray’s office in truth and 
justice, and that it is paltry in me to come, through his 

indness, between him and his fair right. Though I have 
not positively made up my mind, therefore, my present be- 
lief is that I must decline interfering ; and I perhaps come 
to this conclusion with less scruple that the half of the 
profits, with the whole of the deductions, is really not 
much of an object” (Letters on Affairs of Scotland from 
Henry Cockburn to T. F. Kennedy, p. 268).—Journal of 
Jurisprudence. 


Leqislatiow of tire teek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
June 22.—Banxrvuprcy, 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Ecougsrasticat Orrtces AND FExs. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Merropotitan Commons (BaRNgzs). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Merrorouis (WHITECHAPEL AND Liwenovse) Improve- 
MENT SCHEME CONFIRMATION. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Locat Government Provistonat Orpers (ABERAVON, &c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Army Corrs TRAINING, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Coroners (Dustin). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Apmrratty Jurisprorion (IRELAND), 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Trapg-Marxs Rectstration AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Smrrurietp Parison (Dusty). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Kinostown Harsovur. 
This Bill passed through committee. 








June 23.—Mercuant Surprrine: 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Provisionan Orpers (IngLanp) ConFIRMATION. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Coroners (Dusty). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Army Corrs TRAINING. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Trapz-Marxs RecistRATION AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


June 26.—Anmy Corrs TRarninc. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


CrvuEtty To ANIMALS. 
The report of amendments was brought up and agreed 


Apmiratty Junispicrion (IRELAND). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Jurors’ QuaLiricaTIon (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Surrurretp Prison (DuBLry). 
‘This Bill was read a third time. 


Kryestown Harzovr. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


June 27.—InpustRiAL AND Provipent Socrertzs. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Jurors’ QuatiricaTion (IRELAND). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Apiratty Jurispicrion (IRELAND). 
The report of amendments to this Bill was received. 


Locat GoveRNMENT ProvistonaL Orpers, ABERAVON, 


&e. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTIon Provisional ORDER CONFIRMATIO N 
Lonpon). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


ProvistonaL Orpers (IrEtaANp) ConFIRMATIoON. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Corongrs (Dustin). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


PREVENTION oF Crimes Act AMENDMENT. 

Earl BeaucnamP, in moving the second reading of this 
Bill, which had come up from the Commons, said that its 
object was to enable the Government to define the class 
of prisoners to whom registration and photography under 
the Prevention of Crimes Act should apply.—The Bill was 
read a second time. 


Crvuetty To ANIMALS. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


June 29.—BankRvprTcy. 

On the order for going into committee on this Bill, the 
Lorp CHANCELLOR said that in the present state of public 
business there was no chance of the Bill beiug duscussed in 
the other House of Parliament this session. In these cir- 
cumstances he should not be justified in asking their lord- 
ships to go into a committee of the whole House, He 
therefore moved that the order for going into committee be 
discharged.—The order was accordingly discharged. 


Exementary Epvcarron ProvistonaL Orprr ConFreMaTION 
(Hornsey), 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Exemenrary Esvcarron Provistonat Orpen Conrremarion 
(Tottssnunr Mason). 


This Bill passed through committee, 
ProvistonaL Orpsrs ([npLanp) Conrramatroy (ConERarne, 


&c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Provistonat Orpers Conrrewation (Carnannos, &c.), 
This Bill passed through committee. 
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Prevention or Crimes Act AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Apmiratty JurispicTion (InELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Exementary Epvcation Provistonat Onpers CoNFIRMATION 
(Hattsuam, &c). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Jurors’ QuatiricaTion (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Locat Licxt Dues (Repvcrioy). 

The Earl of WHarnctirre, in moving the second reading 
of this Bill, said its object was to enable local authorities 
to reduce the scale of charges fcr light in the various ports 
where they had authority. The Bill, therefore, would trans- 
fer that power from the general suthority to the local 
authority, and the ground for proposing that transfer was 
the belief that the authorities in local districts were more 
acquainted than any other class with the wants of vessels 
in those districts. —The Bill was read a second time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
June 22.—Jurors’ Quatirication (IRELAND). 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On schedaole 1, Sir M. H. Beach moved that £45 be 
substituted for £50 as the qualification.—The amendment 
was adopted on a division by 195 to 105.—Mr. Downine 
moved the omission from the schedule of the word “ five,” 
so as to reduce the qualification to £40.—The amendment 
‘was agreed to, 

The Bill then passed through committee. 


Prisons. : 
Mr. Cross moved that this Bill be read a second time, 
but the debate was adjourned. 


Po.ivtion or Rivers. 
Mr. Sctater-Boors moved the second reading of this 
Bill, but the debate was adjourned. 


Commons. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Farenpty Societies Act, 1875, AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Serritep Estates Act, 1856, AmMenpMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Baysxers’ Booxs Evipence. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


ScPzZRANNUATION. 

Mr. W. H. Suirn introduced a Bill to provide for the 
payment of remuneration and the grant of superannuation 
allowances and gratuities to certain persons employed 
under the Secretary of State for War and the Postmaster- 


Tramways. 
Sir M. Hicks Beacu introduced a Bill to amend the 
Tramways (Ireland) Act, 1860, and the Tramways (Ireland) 
Amendment Act, 1361. 


Jane 23,—Jvxors’ Quatirication (IngLAnp). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Scvrrzeme Cover or Jupicatury (Ingianp). 

On the motion that the Honse go into committee on 
this Bill, Mr. Botr moved—* That in the opinion of this 
House it is desirable that, in any Bill intended to con- 
stitate » Supreme Court of Jadicatare in Ireland, the 
rules of procedure should be settled and defined in the 
Act constitating the court in the same manner and to the 
same extent as they have been in the Act constituting the 
Eoglish Court.”"—The amendment was rejected, bat 
ultimately the debate stood sdjourned. 


June 26.—Poonr Law Amexpuenr. 
The amendments made in this Bill were considered. 
Mr. Hannon moved the iosertion of a new clause pro- 
viding that husband and wife in the workhouse, if either 
should be infirm, sick, or disabled, or above the age of sixty, 





might be gga yo at the discretion of the guardians, to 
live er, and every such case should be reported to the 
Local Government Board.—The clause was reali a second 
time.—Mr. Serjeant Srmon proposed an amendment to the 
clause to the effect that if a man and wife were both above 
fifty-five years of age they should not be compelled to live 
separate and apart in workhouses.—The amendment was 
rejected on a division by 144 to 72, and Mr. Hammond's 
clause was added to the Bill. 

Mr. Morcan Luoyp moved clause to authorize the 
election of guardians to hold office for three years.—The 
clause was withdrawn. 

Mr. Morcan Luoyp moved a new clause to prohibit 
guardians paying voluntary Church rates out of poor rates. 
—On a division the clause was rejected by 112 to 80. 

Mr. RicHarD moved a new clause authorizing guardians 
to make such arrangements as they might see fit for the re- 
ligious instruction or worship of inmates of workhouses.— 
On a division the clause was rejected by 107 to 81. 

The debate was then adjourned. 

Supreme Covrr or Jupicature (IRELAND). 

The Honse went into committee on this Bill, but progress 
was immediately reported. 

War Department (Post-orricz, &c.). 

This Bill wes read a second time. 

Trapes Union Act AMENDMENT. 


The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered and 


agreed to. 
sith Menpicat Act Qua.irication. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Mepicat Practitioners. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Serriep Estates Act AMENDMENT. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

June 27.—Civm Bit Courts (IneLanp). 

Mr. Piunxett moved the second reading of this Bill, 
stating that he proposed to refer it to a select committee. 
—The debate s' adjourned. 

Farrenpty Socreries Act, 1875, AMENDMENT. 

The amendments to this Bill were considered and agreed 
to. 

Cras anv Lonster Fisueniss (Norroux). 


This Bill passed through committee. 

Szerriep Estates Act, 1856, AMENDMENT. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

June 28.—Reat Estates Inrestacy. 

Mr. Potter moved the second reading of this Bill ; but 
on 8 division it was rejected by 210 to 175. 

Waste Lanps (Inztanp) Reciamarion. 

The order of the day for the second reading of this Bill 

was discharged and the Bill withdrawn. 
Poor Law AMENDMENT. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Frrenpiy Socreties Act, 1875, AmenpMent. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Sza Banas. 

Mr. Caaptin introduced @ Bill toamend the law relating 

to sea banks and river banks in the county of Lincoln. 
June 29.—Lanp Tenure (IngLanp). 

Tho adjourned debate on the amendment on the second 
reading of this Bill was resumed, and on a division it was 
rejected by 290 to 56. 

Oyster anp Musser, Fisuznies Onper ConrirMarion. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Exver Fisutna. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Mepica, Practitionans. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Cras anv Loneren Fisuvntes (Nonvoin), 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
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Zaw StuYents’ Sourwatl. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 
The following gentlemen were on Wednesday called to 


bar :— 
Lin cOLN's-INN.— Frederick Brunning-Maddison, Esq., 
B.A. Oxford ; William Bird Allen, Esq., Trinity College, 
Cam bridge ; Peter O’Kinealy, Esq., M.A., LL.B.. Queen’s 
University, Ireland ; Charles George Orlando Bridgeman, 
Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; John’ Francis Waggett, Esq., B.A. 
Oxhord ; John William Brodie Innes, Esq., B.A. Cam- 
bridge ; Herbert Henry Asquith, Esq., B.A. Oxford, Fellow 
of Bulliol College; James William Middleton, Esq., B.A. 
Oxford; William Cassell Maude, Esq., B.A. Oxford; 
Frank Evans, Esq. ; Edward Beverley Henderson, Esq., B.A. 
Cambridge; Walter Scrimgeour, Esq., B.A. Oxford; Daniel 
Vawdrey, Esq., B.A. Oxford; John Mercer, Esq. ; Herbert 
Charles Malkin, Esq., M.A. Cambridge; and George 
Fisher Russell Barker, Esq., M.A. Cambridge. 


Inner TeEMPLE.—William Thomas Martin, Esq., London 
William Cornell, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; Richard Thomas 
Burney, Esq. ;- Christopher Traman Campbell, Esq., B.A. 
Cambridge ; Lewis William Novelli, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; 
Francis Reynolds Yonge Radcliffe, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; 
Grija Sankar Sen, Esq. ; Thomas Barclay, Esq. ; James 
Walker Larnach, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; Henry Warring- 
ton Smyth Baden-Powell, Esq. ; Charles John Ebden, Esq., 
B.A. Cambridge ; John Bridges Lee, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; 
Arthur Augustus Tilley, Esq., B.A. Cambridge; Percy 
Vere Turner, Esq. ; Raymond Mande Lluellyn, Esq., B.A. 
Cambridge ; Cyril Percy Mundy, Esq. ; Clement Elphin- 
stone Lloyd, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; Charles Garner Richardson, 
Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; Henry William Challis, Esq., M.A. 
Oxford; Abraham Mallory Dillet, Esq.; Hudo George 
Gresham Wells, Esq., M.A. Oxford; Frederick Peters, 
Eeq., B.A. King’s College, Windsor, Nova Scotia ; John 
Molesworth Macpherson, Esq.; Henry John Pye, Esq., 
M.A. Cambridge ; Henry Hutt Cunningham, Esq., B.A. 
Cambridge ; and Dalrymple James Belgrave, Hsq., B.A. 
Cambridge. 

Mipvre Tempie.—William Jobn Atkinson Baldwin, Eaq., 
of Christ Caurch, Oxford; Edward Bickers, Esq. ; Robert 
P. Mytton, Esq., B.A. St. John’s College, Cambridge ; 
William Watt Orr, Esq., B.A. Trinity College, Dublin ; 
Archibald George Bovill, Esq., Brasenose College, Oxford ; 
Walter Borthwick Cracknall, Esq.; James Fox, Hsq. ; 
David Brynmor Jones, Esq., LL.B. University of Loudon, 
holder of the studentship in Jurisprudence and Roman 
Civil Law from the Council of Legal Kducation ; Newman 
Lesingham-Bailey, Esq.; John Strachan, Esq.; Kicbard 
Evans Hamer, Ksq.; Howard Spensly, Esq.; Ainasa 
Chandra Mitra, Esq.; Framjee Rustamjee Vicajee, Eeq., 
B.A,, LL.B., University of Bombay ; Nasarvanji Pestonji 
Cama, Esq. ; Navioji Pestonji Cama, Esq. ; and Nagendra 
Nath Ghose, Esq. 

Gray’s-InN.—William Henry Spencer, Esq., and William 
Chase Walcott, Esq. 











Court Papers. 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Masrar oF THR 
Rotts. 
Mr. King 
Farrer 
King 
Farrer 
Farrer 
King 


Rora 


Court or 
Aprgal. 
3 Mr. Merivale 
4 Latham 
5 Milne 
6 Latham 
‘ Merivale 
8 Milne 
V. 0. Maurine, V.C. Bacon, V. OC. Hats, 
3 Mr. Holdship Mr.Clowes Mr. Ward 
‘ \ eh Pomberton 
Clowes ard 
Leach Pemberton 
Clowes Ward 
Leach Pemberton 


Date. 


Monday, Jul 
T rd y 


a eeee 
Wednesday e 
Thuraday ..., 
Frida 


Holdebi 
Seturay sse0 ; 


‘Teondale 





LANCASHIRE SUMMER ASSIZES, 1876. 


The comuissions for holding these assizes will be opened 
at Lancaster on Tuesday, the 4th of July, at Manchester 
on Saturday, the 8th of July, and at Liverpool on Satur- 
day, the 22nd of July. 

Causes for trial at Manchester can be entered provisionally 
at the office of the district registrar and deputy associate, 
57, King-street, Manchester, on Thursday and Friday, the 
6th and 7th of July, during office hours. 

Causes for trial at Liverpool can be entered provisionally 
at the office of the prothonotary and associate, 13, Harring- 
ton-street, Liverpool, on Thursday and Friday, the 20th and 
21st of July, during office hours. 

The entry of causes at Lancaster will commence im- 
mediately after the opening of the commission on Tuesday, 
the 4th of July, and will close at nine o’clock on the fol- 
lowing morning. 

The entry of causes at Manchester and Liverpool respec- 
tively will commence at the Assize Courts, Mialiaetiee, and 
St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, immediately after the opening 
of the commissions, and will close at nine o'clock on the 
evening of the commission day. 

The court will sit at Manchester on Monday, the 10th of 
July, at eleven o’clock in the forenoon, and at Liverpool on 
Monday, the 24th of July, at the same hour. 

The trial of special jury causes will commence at Man- 
chester on Thursday, the 13th of July, at ten o’clock in the 
forenoon, and at Liverpool on Thursday, the 27th of 
J uly, at the same hour, unless the court shall otherwise 
order. 

A list of causes for trial at Manchester and Liverpool 
respectively each day (except the first) will be exhibited in 
the corridor of the court, and in the library. 

By order of the Judges, 
T. E. Pacer. 

Prothonotary’s Office, Liverpool, June 26. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


June 30, 1876. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent. Consols, 93§ | Annuitiss, April, ’85, 9% 

Outto for Account, July 5,935 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do 3 per Cent. Reduced, 944 Ex Bills, £1000, 2} perCt.13 pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 94 Ditto, £500, Do, 13 pm. 

Do. $$ perCent., Jan, "%4 Nitto, 2100 & £200, 18 pm. 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Do. § per Cent., Jan. '78 Ct. (last half-year), 251 
Annuities, Jan, °80— | Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80, 1053 ) Ditto,5$ per Cns., May,’79, 8! 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat,, os. 88, 1023 April, "64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent, , Aug. "73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,¢ per Cent.80 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

2nd Hof. Pr., § per C., Jan,’7 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 





Stock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledoni 





Stock Glasgow and South-Western 

Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock  sceccccssececseses 
Stock Great Northern 
Brock! Do., A Stook® ........0...sscaesscsrensenecnans 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Srook Great Weatern—Original 

Stock Lancashire and YVorkahlre ......sscccseeeseenseee 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 

Stock) London, Chatham, and Do 

Stock London and North-Western ... 
Stook|London and South Western 

Stock 
Stock 
Stock 
Brook 
Stock North British 
Stick North Kastern owe 
Stoek|North London 29 
BOOk) Noreh SeasPOrdanire ees cccavereeesessanenrcenenves 82 
Stok |South Devon } bed 

Stock |South=Baatern wt 



































Sone one en eee am 


® A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent, hae been paid te B, 
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Money Market AnD City INTELLIGENCE. 

There is a small decrease in the reserve, but the directors 
have made no change in the rate, which still remains at 2 
per cent. The foreign market has been weak, the prospect 
of a war between Turkey and Servia seeming imminent. 
Home railways in the early part of the week were much 
stronger on account of the scarcity of stock at the settling, 
but have since drooped in sympathy with the foreign 
market. Consols close at 93$ to 93§ for money and account. 

Applications are invited for an issue of 15,400 shares of 
£10 each in the Cleveland Extension Mineral Railway Com- 
pany. The prospectus states that ‘the proposed line of 
railway will ran from a point in connection with the 
Kiltonthorpe branch of the North-Eastern Railway Com- 
pany, in the parish of Brotton, in the North Riding of the 
ecunty of York, and terminate at Glaisdale, in the parish of 
Lythe, in the said county, by a junction with the North 
Yorkshire and Cleveland branch of the North-Eastern 
Railway. The length of the line is about 10} miles, and 
the existence of the well-known Cleveland ironstone has 
been proved through a great part of the district through 
which the line runs. The rapid and continuous increase in 
the production of iron in the district has been very great, 
and the large dividends paid by the North Eastern Railway 
Company are in a great measure due to the traffic in 
minerals, The two branches of the North-Eastern Railway, 
between which the Cleveland Extension Railway will form a 
connection, namely, the Cleveland branch and the North 
Yorkshire and Cleveland branch, were originally constructed 
by independent companies, and afterwards acquired by the 
North-Eastern Railway Company. Both branches are now 
contributing largely to the net earnings of the North- 
Eastern Railway Company, and the present line will form a 
link between these railways. 








DEATH. 


Wareinc—June 20, at his residence, Wellfield, Lethom, 
William Wareing, late of Liverpool, solicitor, aged 72. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fawwar, Jane 23, 1876. 
ae Ralph, and Henry John Potts, Smethwick, Stafford, Solicitors. 
une 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fatwar, June 23, 1876, 
Limtrzp ux Caascerr. 

Hanley Hotel Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., 
dated June 17, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. Worthington and Co, Eastche ap, 
age-ts for Bishop, Hanley, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Lavatories Company, Limite4.—Pe'ition for winding up, presented 
June 21, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on July |. Mercer 
and Co, Copthall court, Throgmorton st, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Metropolitan and Provincial Artisans’ Dwellings Company, Limited.— 
The M.R. has fixed July 3, at 12, at hs chawbers, asthe time and 

. Blace for the appointmen: of an official liquidator. 

Pirseh Silverine Compsny, Limited.—V.C. Malins has fixed July. 5, 

8 at 12, at hie chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Satura Silver Mining Company of Utsh, Limited.—V.C. Mal‘ns has, by 
an order dated May 26, appointed Samuel Lovelock, Coleman st, to 
be official liquidator. 

Thermo Electric Generator Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
Bp, presenied June 20, directs to be heard before the M.R. on Jai 
4 — aad Stewart, Abchuarch lane, solicivors for the oa 

Staswanies or Devon. 

Girt and Holston Downs Mining Comper, Limited.—Petition for 
winding directed to be heard before the Vice- 
Warden, at the Law Institatio, Chancery Jane, on Joly 1, at 12, 
Affidavits | i the 





Mid-Wales Hotel Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.LR., 
dated June 17, it was ordered that the above co mpany be wound up, 
Foss and Legg, Abcharch lane, solicitors for the petitioner, 


National Funds Assurance Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented June 26, directed to be heard before the M.R. oa July 
8. Beall, Queen’s buildings, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner. 

North Yorkshire Iron Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Hall, dated June 16, it was ordered that tha above company be 
wound up, and that John Rubinson, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees, be 
appointed official liquidator. Bower and Cotton, Caancery lane, soli- 
citors for the petitioners. 

Orrell Colliery and Fire Brick Company, Limited.—By an order madg 
by the M.R., dated June 17, it was ordered that the voluntary wind. 
ing up of the above company be continued. Lydall, Southampton 
buildings, Chancery lane, solicitor for tue petitioner. 

Pneumatic Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Robert Fietcher, Moorgate st. Monday, 
July 17, at 12, is appointed for hearing aud adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims, 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpay, June 23, 1876, 
watond Mutual Benefit Society, Jolly Anglers’, Bath st, City rd. June 
1 


New Friendly Society, Woolpack Inn, Long Sutton, Lincoln. June 29 
oy Female Friendly Society, Bridgerule Schoolroom, Devon. 
une 
Fiax Roughers’ and Sorters’ Benevolent and Sick Society, Railway 
Hotel, Hunslet Carr, York. June 19 


TuespaY, June 27, 1876, 
Enyille Amicable Society, Schoolroom, Enville, Stafford. June 23 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frupay, June 23, 1876. 


Bale, William, Hethersett, Norfolk, Wheelwright. 
Bale, V.C. Hall. Sadd and Linay, Norwich 

Brereton, Rev Charles David, Framingham Earl, Norfolk. July 24. 
Crafer v Brere:on, V.C. Malins. Emerson, Norwich 

Collison, Francis, Laurence Pountney hill, Merchant, Nov2. Collison 
v Collison, V.C. Hall. Hodgeon, Salisbury st, Strand 

Nell, Benjamin, Sutherland st, Walworth, Wine Merchant. July 22, 
Nell v Neil, M.R. Brewer, Crutched friars 

Palfreyman, Thomas, Sheffield, Britannia Metal Smith. July 20, 
Mearshall v Biegham, V.C. Malins. Pye-Smith, Shertield 

Smalipeice, Job, Lox wood, Sussex, Esq. July 25. Molineux v Smail- 
peice, V.C. Malins. Smalipeics, Guiidfora 


Augl. Lofty vy 


Tuesday, June 27, 1876. 


Bibbens, Emily, and Ann Maria Bibbens, St Mary Church, Devon, 
Jaly 21. Bibbensv Potter, V.C. Hall. Carter, Torquay 
Brodhurst, Arthur Westby, Pall mall place, Esq. July 29. Witt v 
Brodharst, V.C. Hall. Sladen and Mackenzie, Deiahay st, Westminster 

Dalzie!, Davison Octavian, Wood st, Cheapside. July 25. Lucas v 
Dalziel, M.R. Devonshire, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 

Ellie, Stimpson, Diss, Norfolk, Farmer. July 26. Ellis v Ellis, M.R. 
Hotson and Furness, Long Stratton 

Mitehinson, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Pawnbroker. July 20. 
z itchinson vy Eccles, V.C. Hall. Crosby and Archer, Stockton-on- 

‘ees 
Oakes, Elizabeth Alice, Norwich. July 24. 
mn. Winter, Norwich 

Spencer, Robert, Red Lior st, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. July 31, 
Read v Saunders, V.0. Hall. Puilen, Cloisters, Temple 

Tovey, Frederick, Wellingborough Northampton, Licensed Victualler. 
July 20. Tovey v Vickers, Y.C, Bacon. ncks, King st, Finsbury 
square 


Simpson v Dewing, V.C. 


Oreditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farwar, June 23, 1876. 

Bagguley, Edward, Newcastle-under-Ly me, Stafford, Yeoman. Aug |. 

Coopers, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Bengough, Gertrude Anne, Wotton-under-Edge, Gloucester. Aug 24. 

Taddy, Bristol 
Bengough, Geerge, Wootton-under-Edge, Gloucester, Esq. Aug 24. 


Taddy, Bristol 

Biand, Horatio, Burghfield, Berks, Hiq. July 10. Gamlen and Son, 
Gray’s-inn--quare 

Calderbank, John, Altrincham, Cheshire, Stonemason. 
Brownell, Altrinchara 

Cranham, Oharies, Audlem, Cheshire,Gent. July 31. 


castle-under-Lyme 
Dodd, Hannah Elizabeth, Bel t-st, Ohalk Farm rd. 
Keays, Charles-st, St. James’ 
Dee nes, Diteary, Lancashire, Esq. Aug. Earle and Co, 
Sass, Sot Kirkheaton, York, Butcher. Sept 22. Bottomley, 
Griffin, Mary, Newton Court, Monmouth. Aug 16, Walker and 
Martineau, King’s rd, Gray’s inn 
Hamilton, Joseph, Trimdon, Durham, Innkeeper. July 15. Todd, 
Hanlon, Loughlon, Marlborough, Wilts, Draper. Sept 29. Woodward, 
Hearn, Rev. Michael jab, Thoraton Vicari Lineoln. Aug 4 
+ Hie ha , age, ug 


July 20 
Harding, New- 
Aug 4, 
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James, aes Stapleton, Gloucester, Stone Cutter. July 21. Bowles» 
ristol 
xyiston, a Bolton, Lancashire, Gent. July $1. Broadbent and 
Co, Bolto 


Leggatt, Mary, Enfield, Middlesex. Aug 7. Digby and Tabor, Moor- 
gate Bt 

Oikhom, Henry, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Silk Dyer. July 24, Brockle- 
hu st and Co, Macclesfie! 

Prge, Mary, Barton, Combridge. July 22, Holben, Cambridge. 

Pearson, Edward, Heatley, Cheshire, Gent. July 31. Grandy and 
Ker-baw, Manchester 


Pilling, Joseph, Mirfield, York, Geng. Augi5. Chadwick and Sons, 
Dewsd' 

se, , James Pollitt, Chester, Gent. Aug 31. Parry and Son, 
Mancheste' 

— William, Leeds, Wool Merchant. Augi. Hopps and Bed- 

ford, Leeds 

Po “f h, Williem Dolby, Swineshead, Lincoln, Gent. Aug2. Stani- 
land and Wigelsworth, Boston 

Richercson, William, Dartfird, Kent, Shipwright. July 29. Barker, 
Lilford rd, Camberwell 

Ritsen, Isaac, Wigton, Cumberland, Chemist. July 15. Benson, 
Witon 

Silvester, wae On —-* Campden, Gloucester, Gent. July 12. 
Gr fi:hs, Chipping Campden 

Smith, Joseph, jun, Altrincham, Cheshire, Stonemason. July 20. 
Bicwnell, Altrincham 

Smith. Mary Ellen, Clarence terrace, Regent’s park. Aug 7. Lewin 
and Cy Southampton st, Strand. 

Santen, James, Letterkenny, Donegal, Band Sergeant. July 20. 
Whele, William st, Woolwic 

Stansfieid, Mary, Dukinfield, Cheshire, July 26. Toy and Broadbent, 
Asht n-under-Lyne 

Tyld. n, Rev William, Ingoldi:thorpe, Norfolk. July 2, Huntersand 
Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Well, George, West org Nottingham, Esq. Sept 1. Oldman 
and tveson, Gainsboroug 

Whi'worth, Samuel, oe York, Gent. Aug 15. Chadwick 
and Sons, Dewsbury 

Wil-on, Sir John aap, Charlton House, Kent, Bart. Aug 10, Tatham, 
Lineo!n’s inn fields 

Woodman, Benjamin, Northumberland, Solicitor. Oct 1, 
Moi peth 


Brumell, 
TogrsDay, June 27, 1876. 
Andrew, Matthaw, Saddleworth, York, Gent. July 31. Toy and 
Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Bates, Mary, Nottingham, Liveased Victualler. Aug 1. Belk, Not- 
tingbam 
Batten, Anne, Bath. Aug 22. Stone and Co, Bath 
Beeston, Thomas, Nottingham, Saddler. Augl Belk, Nottingham. 
Bentley, Thomas, Shaftesbury rd, Hornsey. July 21. White, Victoria 
Station, Pimlico 
Bicknell, Wiliiam Cox, Hinton, St George, Somerset, July 14. 
Nicho! etts, South Petherton 
Blackwell, James Howard, Uxbridge, Middlesex, Confectioner. July 
18. Woodbridge and Sons, Bren'ford 
sar bdr com Ridding, York, Woollen Weaver. Augl. Litler 
and Co, 
Capner, Hannah, Ebley, Gloucester, Basket Maker, Aug 1. Phipps, 
in: cross 
Clifton, Samuel, Handsworth, Stafford, Gent. Aug 2l. Wright, Old- 
ry 
Corkeine, George Frederick, Lower Broughton, Manchester, Tea Mer- 
chant. Sept 19. Whitaker, Lancaster place, Strand 
Crosthwaite, James, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Bookseller. July 19. 
Brockbank and Helder, Whitehaven 
Cunuingham, Frarcis, Clarendon rd, South Kensington, Lieut Col. 
Madras Army July 24. Cooke and Jonas, Serj ants’ inn, Chancery lane 
Forbes, Charles Stuart, The Albany Piccadilly, Captain R.N. Aug 31, 
Yung and Co, Saint Mildred’s cours, Poultry 
Holland, George, Fernhill, Whittington, Salop, Farmer, Aug 1. 
Minshulls and ones, Oswestry 
Kell, Mary Elizabeth, Wesibourne terrace, Hyde park. Aug 10. Patten, 
Verulam duildings, Gray’s inn 
ie a rge, Sheffield, Pawnbroker. July 15. Fretson and Son, 
effield 
Mar.in, John, Nottingham, Gent. Augl. Belk, Nottingham 


Moorduff William, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Solicitor. Aug 1. Hay- 
ton and Simpson, Cockermou 

Pratt, Samuel, Great Missenden, Buckingham, Farmer. Jaly 31, 
Chaisley, Beaconsfield 

Prichard, Anna Maria, Bristol. July 21. Stricklands, Bristol 





Proud, Eliza, St Philip’s rd, Surbiton, July 31. Smith, New square, Lin- 
Rodgers, William, New Malden, Surrey, Comedian. Jaly 23, Hockley, 
St Paui’s buildings, Paternoster row 
Shawcross, A oye s_ Benotiend, Lancaster, Estate Agent. July 10. 
Bylo, a, De Wednesbury, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 1. Slater and 
Murehall, Darlaston 
Stanifort! h, Randolph, Dudley, Worcester, Cutler. Sept 1, 
Ta dy Teenlags, Chacch st, Stoke Newington, Draper. Aug 1. Parchas, 
rgate at 
eave, Benjamin, Bath, Yeoman, July 22, Perham, Wrington, near 
ton Lodge, Surbiton bill park 
Bankrupts. 
Faipay, June 23, 1876, 
Creditors must focward their proofa of debts to tho Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
ford, Moss, pane Cigar Manufacturer, Pet Juno 20 | ve, 


coln’s inn 
Simpson, Manche 
Banders 

ard be Smith, Dadley 

Wiltshire, Emmeline, Surbiton hill, Surrey, Aug 1. A, B,King, Ariing- 

Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869, 
Frank 
Hazlitt, July 6 at 1 


) Corry, Robert 


= 


ag a Frederick st, Gray’s inn rd. Pet Jane 19. Brougham. 

y4ati 

Philpott, Charles James, High st, Bloomsb Glover. Pet J 1 
Brougham. July 4at 12 “ se a a 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Bell, William Bust, Souham Lincoln, Joiner. Pet June 19. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, July 10 at 1 
Hillman, Henry Meso! Bedcote. Mill, nr bea some Worcester, 
Miller. Pec June 19, Harward. Stourbridge, July 7 at 1 . 
James, Lemuel, Cwmburrwch Farm, Monmouth, Farmer. Pet June 20. 
Davis. Newport, July 7 at 11 
Chil- 


Pascoe, Edward, Truro, Cornwall, Cabinet Maker. Pet June 17. 
cott, Truro, July 1 at 11 
— _— , Madeley, Salop, Grocer. Pet June20, Potts. Madeley, 
uly5a 
Treadgold, James Powell, Middlesborough, = Auctioneer. Pet 
Jone 17. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, July 4 at 3 
Pet June 17. 


Walker, Joseph, Cradley, Worcester, Flour Dealer. 
Harward, Stourbridge, July 7 at 10 


Tuespay, June 27, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Cooke, John Edward, Change alley, Cornhill," Stock Broker. Pet Jun® 
23. Keene. July 10 at 11.30 

Harness, Cornelius George, Richmond td, Hackney, Gent, Pet June 
22. Pepys. July 12 at 11 

i ae aaa Ludgate hill, Auctioneer, Pet June 23. Keene. 

uly ll ati 

Mocete, Juan Fernan dez, Gresbam House, Old Broad st, Merchant. 

Pet June22, Pepys. July 10 atil 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Baldwin, William Henry, Westbury-on-Severn, Gloucester, Miller. 
Pet June22. Wilton. Gloucester, July 8 at 11 

Batchelor, James Ephraim, Circus st, Greenwich, Drysalter. Pet June 
20. Pitt-Taylor. ge mere July 14 at 2 

Pond, John Samuel, Doncaster, York, Hairdresser. Pet June 22. 
Wake. Sheffield, July 13 at 1 

Wooliacott, John, Oldham, conan Coal Merchant. PetJune 
Tweedale. Oidham, July 12 atl 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, June 23, 1876, 
Abrams, Benjamin Robert, Kennington rd, Lambeth, Chemist. July 1 
at 3 at offices of Goatiy, Bow st, Uovent garden 
Agnew, John, Sunderland, Darham, Draper. July 6 at 11 at offices of 
July 7 at 12 at 


Graham, John st, Sunderland 

Amerson, John William, Birmingham, Corn Factor. 
offices of Bul er and Bickiey, Bensett’s hill, Birmingham 

Appleby, George Bilton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boot Maker. July 6 at 
12 at offices ot Bond, Co!lingwuod st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Archer, Ebenezer, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Worsted Spinner. Reg Tat 12 
at offices of Rooke and Midgeley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Attwood, John Madgwick, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Ironmonger. July 
4at 11 at the Auction Depot, Grosvenor place, Cheltenham. Winter- 
botham and Co, Cheltenham 

Bailey, George, Bingley, York, Innkeeper. 
Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Baker, John Ma labey, Polesworth, Warwick, out of employment. July 
6 at i] at offices of Neviiland Atkias, George st, Tamworth 

Barrell, Charles, Lambton mews, Archer st, Cab Proprietor. July 12 
at 3 at offices of Wheeler, Queen Victoria st 

Bateson, Joseph Jowett, and Henry Rigby, Castleford, York, House 
Furnishers. July 6 at 3 at the Commercial! Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. 
Lodge, Wakefield 

Basley, Henry, Accrington, Lancashire, Grocer. July 6 at 1! at the 
Crown Hotel, Blackburn rd, Accrington. Ballard, Accrington 

Beard, James, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Outfitter. July 5 at 12 at offices 
of Olift, Cheaps! 


July 5 at 11 at offices of 


Bedingfield, ns ae, Bristol, Tobaceo Manufacturer. July 3 at 
12 instead of June 26 at offices of Triggs, Broad st, Bristol. Benson 
and Thomas, Br.stol 

Biacknel!, George Robert, John’s mew s, Little Jamcs st, Bedford row, 


Van Proprietor. July 3 at3 at offices of Godfrey, South square, 
Gray’s inn 

Boothroyd, Edward Hyde, Stockport, Cheshire, Solicitor. July 6 at3 at 
offices of Boothroyd and Son, Little Underbdank, Stockport. Addleshaw 

Bowe Mary Any Seueiy Stary Ann Richards, W liwyd Go 
wen, jurmer na ‘3, aunar. wer, 

nr SY —~ :. daly Sat # at otfes of Brown and and Coi- 

* Tins, nen a place, Swans 


Brittain, George Frederick, dirmiaghem, out of business. July 6 atl 
at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Brough, oe ‘Leigh, nr Manchester, Shopkeeper. July 5 at 3 at 


Burton, King st, Manchester 
ratic Manager. July 
Liverpool. 





Cam) ny Enrico, Southport, Lancashire, Ope 
8 wit at oles of Gidsun and Bolland, Souch Joha st, 


Thomas, Southport 
a ge Robert, and John Brown, Sheffield, Sewing washine 
Dealers. 


July G at 12 at offices of Auty and Son, Queen at, Shel 


field 
Clark, William Green. bee a age as Somerset, ty Jaly 6 at 
19 at offices of Milue aud Co, Albion chambers, Brisiol. Watkins, 


Alcombe 

Clear, Tene Dorking, Sur = yy Jaly 3 at 3 at the Bull's 
Head st, Dorking. 

Nerher Cumproo, I Samy Buteher. July 8 


3 ie aaa otel, Snerborne. vies, Sherborne 
Die, Hoty, Meee Chebirs Tale tay's an ltentiaen ot 
‘eat at, Congleton 
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Dale, William, Bucknall, Stafford, Carter. July 8 at 11 at offices of 
Sutton. Hill Top, Burslem 
Davids, Louis Ephraim, Great Prescott st, Goodman’s fields, Commis- 
sion Agent. July 14 at 3 at offices of Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, 
Holborn 
Denton, Semuel Ellis, Bram!ey,nr Leeds, Wool Merchant, July 6 at3 
at offices of Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
Deportu, John Baptiste James, Union court, Old Broad st, Merchant. 
July 4 at 3 at offices of Barnett, New Broad st 
Edward, Francis, Brynmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper. July 7 at 1 at offices 
of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Festing, Maurice, White Horse lane, Mile End rd, Cheesemonger. July 
10 at 12 at offices of Ciitt, Cheapside 
Foll, Richard Nathaniel Cartwright, Bristol, Tobacco Manufacturer. 
# July 3 at 2 at offices of Triggs, Broad st, Bristol. Prideaux and 
Clark : 
Froggatt, Thomas, York'st, London rd, Southwark, File Manufacturer. 
_ July 3 at2at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st. 
Waring, Borough High st, Southwark 
Galpin, Frederick, Chippenham, Wilts, Farmer. July 6 at 1 at the 
White Lion Inn, High st, Cnippenham. Phillips, Chippenham 
Garratt, James, and Henry Thomas Morgan, Birmingham, Printers. 
July 6 at 11 at offices of Fowke, Ann st, Birmingham 
Goldsmith, John Spencer, Tunbridge Wel's, Kent, Contractor. Jaly 3 
at 11 at offices of Arnold, Tunbridge Wells 
Hall, James, Milton rd, Brixton, Commercial Clerk. July 5 at 2 at 
offices of Howse, Staple inn, Holborn. Morris, Staple inn, Holsorn 
Harris, Joseph Kirk, Warminster, Wilts, Grocer. July 7 at 2 at the 
George Hotel, Bristol. Chapman and Ponting, Warminster 
Harrison, James, Bradford, York, Grocer. July 5 at 3 at offices of 
Terry and Robinson, Market st, Braaford 
Harrison, Robert, Darlington, Durham, Cab Proprietor. July 11 at 3 
offices of Wilkes, Albion chambers, Northgate, Darlington 
Harwood, Theodore, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Bookseller. July 
5 at 3 at the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 
Hawkesworth, Thomas, Leeds, Currier. July 4 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Hayward, Junia, Croydon, Surrey, Boot Maker. July 13 at 2 at offices 
of Banes, Basinghallst. Mason, North buildings, Finsbury 
Heppe!l, William, Gateshead, Durbam,Grocer. July 5 at 12 at offices 
ot Robson, Town Hall, Gateshead-on-Tyne 
Heron, Thoubron, Blyth, Northumberland, Railway Platelayer. July 
6 at 11 at offices of Lynn, Waterloo rd, Biyth 
Hoade, James, Addlestone, Surrey, Coal Merchant. July 13 at 3 at 
offices of Jenkins, Tavistock st, Strand 
Hodgson, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. July 4 
at 12 at offices of Bush, St Nicholas buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hant, John Joseph Lane, Landport, Hants, Cattle Dealer. Ju'y 4at 2 
at = Bedford Hotel, Horsham. Cousins and Burbidge, Ports- 
mout 
Hyde, John, Hampton Lucy, Warwick, Farmer. July 3 at 3 at the 
Falcon Hotel, Stratford-upon-Avon. Sanderson, Warwick 
Jackson, George, Bradford, York, Grocer. July 12 at 11 at offices of 
Burnley, Queensgate, Bradford 
Jacobs, Louis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jeweller, July at % at offices of 
Joels, Newgate st, Newcustie-upoo-Tyne 
Jagger, Louis, Ossett, York, Pork Butcher. July 14 at 2.30 at offices 
of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 
John:tove, Joha Grindls, Newport, Monmouth, Draper. July 10 at, 12 
at office, of Gib»s, Tredegar place, Newport 
Jukes, Stephen, Great Bridge, Stafford, Grocer, July 7 at 3 at offices 
of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Keel, William Henry, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business. July 
he at li at offices of Sharps, Ann st, Birmingham. Blewitt, Birming- 
re) 
Keey, Frederick, Handsworth, Stafford, Electro Plater. July 5 at I2at 
offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Tempie st, Birmingh«m 
Keey, Wiliam Henry, Bristol, Gloucester, Watch Maker. July 10 at 
]) at offices of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Kipling, Juseph, Malton, York, Draper. July 11 at 3 at the Sun Hotel, 
Mai'ton. Walker and Laugborne, Malton 
Kippax, John, Bolton, Lancashire, Counterpane Marufacturer. Jaly 
5 at 3 at the office in the mill, 33, Bark st, Bolton. Lawson, Bolton 
Knight, Joshua, Great Crosby, Lanceehire, P.nmber. July 10 at 2 at 
Offices of Smith and Co, Branswick st, Liverpoo 
Lane, Joseph George, Aima terrace, Prospect piace, Cambridge Heath. 
Engineer. Jaly 12 at$ at offices ot Harling, Fleet st 
Lantebury, Edward, Hulme, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. Jaly 7 at 3 at 
offices of Dcyle, Princess st, Manchester 
-Lewil, Michel, South st, Finsbury, Merchant. July 6 at 3 at offices of 
Goldverg, West st, Moorgate st 
Lewis, Margaret, Ystulyfera, Swansea Valley, Glamorgan, Tailor. July 
10 at 12 at offices of Kempthorne, Duffryn chambers, Neath 
Lichtenstein, Morris, Kiugston-cpon-Hu'l, Taiior. July 4 at 11 at 
offices of Spurr ana Soa, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Haull 
Lindsey, John, Caerlevon, Monmouth, Boot Maker, July 5 at 2 at 
otces of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 
Maskel', George, Upper East Smithfield, Tin Plate Worker. June 30 
at il at offices of Willis, Charles square, Hoxton 
a Newport, Throgmorton st, Wine Merchant. July 11 at 
a 45 ’ h Pp iA, 77 lee, 
Morris, John, and James Daniele, Manchester, Woollen Merchants. 
- 5 at 3 ac offices of Addieshaw and Warburton, King +t, Man- 
ter 
Morton, Thomss, High st, Poplar, Shipwright. Jaly 1 at 11 at 204, 
Bermond:ey st, Southwark. Cunaries, Gracechurch st 
-Noble, G direy, Manchester, no occupation. July 17 at 3 at the 
Albion Hotel, Piccadilly, Msnchester, Roberts, Manchester 
-Ormaton, Wiliam Binks, and Taomas Ormston, Boltoa, Lancashire, 
we. Jaly 10 at 3 at offices of Scowcrott, Town Hati square, 
ton 


Pemberton, Edward Loeines, Torquay, Devon, my of Foreign 
Lamps. July 6 at 3 at offces of Borastun, Ann at, Birmingham 

Penk, Thomas, Cheetham, nr » Coal Merehaut, July 12 at 

s Sat — 5 tao tern at, - mang O 

Pater, Jono ¥, Worcester, Engiacer, 5 at 11 at offices of 
Lowe, Woiverhauspton st, Dudley A 








Proctor, Edward John Boston, Uttoxeter, Stafford, Merchant Tailor, 
July 6 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern. Dale, John st, sedford row 

Rowley, John, Sheffi ld, Chimney Sweeper. July 3 at 3 at the Com- 
mercia! Hotel, High st, Sheffield. Pierson 

Russell, Hugh William, Lower Thames st, Wine Merchant. July 11 at 
2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Miller, Moorgate st 

Savage, Frederick John, Woodburn Green, Bucks, Baker. July 7 at 2 
at offices of Rawson, Church square, High Wycombe 

Sbipley, Emma, Corasay Colliery, Durham, Grocer. July 5 at 2 at 
offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Skinner, Henry John Hunt, Sun court, Cornhill, Insurance Broker, 
July 10 at 3 at offices of Stopher, Coleman st 

Smith, Jacob, Bristol, Baker. July 4 at 12.30 at offices of Collias, jun, 
Broad st, Bris'ol. _Beckiogham, Bristol 

Sveer, James Griffith, Windsor court, Monkwell st, Farrier. July 10 
at 2 at olfices of Dalton and Jessett, Clemeat’s lane, Lombard s¢ 

Storr, Robert, jun, Colne, Lancashire, Coal Agent, July 8 at II at 
offices of Carr, Colne 

Taylor, Ralph, Wind Mill, Durham, Draper. July 7 at 11 at offices of 
Maw, jun, High Bondgate, Bishop Auckland . 

Taylor, Charles Edward, Wakefield, York, Manufacturing Chemist, 
July 5 at 3 at the Bull Hotel, Wakefield. Watson and Dickons, Brad- 
ford 

Thomas, John, Talk-on-the-Hill, Stafford, Grocer. July 3 at 3 at 
offices of Alcock, Market st, Tunstall 

Thomas, William, Marcross, nr Bridgend, Glamorgan, Labourer. July 
11 at 11 at offices of Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Trowman, Matthew, New Town, Stafford, Chain Manufacturer, July 
3 at 3 at otfices of Homfray and Hoiberton, High st, Brierley Hill 

Turner, Dance Mason, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Hairdresser., June 14 at 
2 at the White Lion Hotel, Aldeburgh, Pollard, Ipswich 


Upton, Robert Morris, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Builder. July 3 at r 


11 at the White Hart Hotel, High st, Burton-on-Trent 

Vinson, Henry, Basingstoke, Hants Draper. July 6 at 12 at the 
York Hotel, Waterloo rd, Lambeth. Chandler, Basingstoke 

Wakefield, Henry Matthew, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Upholsterer. 
July 6 at 1} at offices of Clark, High st, Cneltenham 

Walton, John, Mount place, Whitechapel rd, Merchant Tailor. July 
10 at 3 at offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Watkins, David, Cefn Coedg Cymmer, Brecon, no occupation, July 6 
at 11 at offices of 3mith and Co, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wells, William Henry, Frome, Somerset, Jeweller. July 10 at3 at the 
Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bri-tol. Uaon and Payne, Frome 

Wheeler, George, Worcester, Labourer. July 10 at 3 at otfices of Allen 
and Beauchamp, Sansome place, Worcester 

Wilkinson, Nathan, Birmingham, Bookbinder. July 10 at 2 at 7, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham. Taylor 

Williams, Thomas David, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Draper. July 8 at 
11 at offices of David, Tredegar chambers, Newport 

Williamson, James, Salford, Broker. July 17 at 3 at offices of Robson, 
Brazennose st, Manchester 

Wottinden, Joho, Halifax, York, Printer, July 7 at 11 at offices of 
Leeming, George st, Halifax 

Wookey, John, Blazdon, Somerset, Haulier. July 4 at 1.30 at ths 
La‘rb Hotel, Axbridge. Clitton, Bristol 

Woolfall, James, Liverpoo!, Provision Dealer. Jaly 6 at 3 at offizes of 
Lynch and Tesbay, Sweeting st, Liverpool 

Wozton, Fairmon, Minster, Kent, Oraper, July 14 at 2.30 at the Fleur 
de Lie Hotel, Canterbury. Plummer and Fieldiag, Canterbury 

‘Tvespay, June 27, 1576, 

Barnes, William Frederick, Newoustle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Grover. 
July 8 at 11 at otices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Barnett, Thomas Kirs, Kiogstou-upoa-Hall, Grocer, July 10 at 12 at 

offices of Stead and Sibree, Bishop Jane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Blackett, Walter, Furnival’s ina, Architect. July 8 at 10.30 at offices 
of Girdwood, Verulam buildings, Gray’s ian 

Borthwick, Alexander, Widues, Lancashire, Provision Merchant. July, 
12 at 3 at offices of Gibson and Boll.nd, South Joha st, Liverpool. 
Beasley and Upvenheim, Widnes 

Brenaan, Patrick Francis, Hann+h Brennan, and Mary Ann Royston, 
Bradford, York, Millinera, July 7 ut Lt at offices of ierry and Roviu- 
son, Market st, Bradiord ; 

Cape', Henry Nelson, Upper Woburn place, Solicitor, July 5 at 2 at 
ottices of Durant, Guildhall chambers, Basingoall st 

Challoner, Hannah, Pendleton, Lancashire, out of business, July 12 
at 3at the Clarence Hotei, Spring gardens, Manchester, Evaus, 
Mancnester 

Chaplin, James, Taunton, Somerset, Innkeeper. July 10 at 12 at offices 
of. Trenchar.#, Kexistry place, Taunton 

Chapplee, Thonas Burchell, Brysmawr, Brecon, Boot Maker. July 6 
at 4 at the Queen’s Hotel Bridge st, Newport. Davies, Tredegar 

Chivers, Richard Henry, Bath, Newsageut. July 8 at 12 at o.ticss of 
Webb, Bath 

Clarke, Frederick, Leatenhallst, Wine Merchant. July 19 at 2 at the 
Gu:ldnall Tavern. tKexworthy, Uheapside 

Cook, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. July 10 at 12 at offices o 
Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-u »on-Lyns 

Cotrill, George, Birmingham, Brass Caster. Ja'y 7 at 10.15 at o'licesof 
East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingha u 

Coulton, Henry, Forebritge, Staiford, Writing Clerk, July 7 at il at 
offices of Bowen, Martin st, Stafford 

Dodd, William, Wolverham pton, Stafford, Butcher. July 14 at 12 a6 
offices uf Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Douglas, David Morton, Leeds, Surgeon, July 10 at 3 at offices of 
Lowrey, South parade, 

Duffield, Christopher, and James Eaimott, Bradford, York, Com nission 
Woolcombers. July 8 a¢ 10 ut offices of Terry and Robinsun, Murket 
s', Bradford 

Emmerson, John Parkes, Scarborough, York, Joiner. July 14 at3 at 
offices of Cornwall and Watts, Quven at, Scarboruugh 

Eneil, J, Oardiff, G aan, Baker. July Ll at 2 at offices of 
Barnard and Cv, Aloion ehambers, Bristo!. tielloch, Cardi 

Evans, Heory, Vatf's Well, ar Cardiff, Giamorgansuire, Draper. Jaly 
7 at 11 ut offices of Morgan, High ot, Cardiff 

Felthonse, Henry, Tamworwi, Warwick, Wine Merchant, July 6 at 3 
at offices of Hudgeos, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
ildes, Preaerick John, Briatul, Cabinet Meker, July 10 at 1 at offces 
of Miller, Whitson chambers, Nicholas et, Bristol 
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fletcher, Thomas. ten, Stafford, Hay Dealer. July 7 at 10.30 at 
tices of Willcock, North st, Wolvernampton ” 
Foster, Thomas, Manchester, Bookseller. July 14 at 3 at offices of 
‘Addieshaw and Warburcon, Kiog st, Manchester Jely 12 
at 


George William, Upper st, Islington, Bookseller, 
Garrat ofces of Christmas, Walorook ; 

Goodball, John, Liverpool, Boot Maker. July 14 at 3at officss of Lowe, 
Castle st, 


Liverpoo! : 
Goodison, Williaw, Leeds, Smallware Dealer. July 13 at 2 at offices 
of Park Leeds 


row, 
Gallam, Richard, Pontefract, York, Tailor. July 11 at 3 at offices of 
Walker, Pontrefrret 
Harper, John, Rosemaund Farm, Hereford, Farmer. Jaly 8 at 10 at 
offices of Kaight ana Underwood, Castle st, Hereford 
Hawson, George Walter, Wombwell, York, Wine Merchant. July 13 
‘at 12 at offices of Nicholson and Co, Wath-upon-Dearne 
Hill, George, Hebburn Quay, Durham, Butcher. July 16 at 3 at offices 
of Mabane, Barrington st, South Shields 
Hodgeon, Francis. Sunderland, Durham, Fruiterer. July 12 at 3 at 
‘offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 
Hodkinson, Williem, Macclesfield, Cheshire, out of business. July 10 
at 3 at the Queen’s Hotel, Water’s green, Macclesfield, Ma 
Holmes, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Beerhouse Keeper. July 
10st 2 at Sharp’s Temperance Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness. 


Relph 

Hoe.0a, John, Birmingham, Auctioneer. July 8 at 11 at officesof Smith, 
Temple st, Birmingham 

Howard, James Kennedy, Old ham, Lancashire, Draper. July 8 at 11 
at the White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Ri son, 


Bolton 
Howe, Samuel Edmund, Lavenham, Suffolk, Siopkeeper, July 13 at 4 
atthe Rose and Crown, Sudbury. Salmon and Son, Bury St Ed- 


Howells, William, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 10 at3 at ofices 
of Tennant, Aberavon 

Hughes, William James, Carnarvon, Grocer, July | 0 at 10.30 at offices 
of Roberts, High st, Bangor 

Hutchins, Joseph Ross, and Malcolm McDonald, New Weston st, Ber- 
mondsey, Agents. July 17 at 2 at offices of Wilkins, King’s Arms 


1 
see, William, Rochester, Kent, Farmer. July 7 at4 at the Bul 
fotel, Kochester. Hille, Sittingbuurne 
Jones, Ann, Astley, Worcester, Shopkeeper. July 6 at 11 at offices of 
Tree, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 
Kenway, James, and Henry Rees, Neath, Glamorgan, Provision Mer- 
chanta, July 20 at 12 at the Castle Hots], Neath. Morgan 
Kerridge, Shadrach, Great Bromley, Essex, Cattle Dealer. July 10 at 
llat the Fleece Inn, Head st, Colchester. Vollard, Ipswich 
Leonard, Edward, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Printer. July 8 at 10 at 
offices of Smith, Corn Exchange, Cheitenhum 
Leyshon, William, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. July 6 at 12 
at offices of Jones, St Mary st, Caraitf 
Lindley, Frederick, Nottingham, Cab Proprietor. Ju'y 17 at 11 at 
offices of Smith, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Lucas, William, and Albert Edward Lucas, Fore st, Collar Manufac- 
turers. July 7 at Lt at offices of Morris, Paternoster row 
Manners, Thomae, Chesterfieli, Derby, Builder. July 12 at 12 at 
offices of Black well, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 
Marke, Robert, Westbourne grove, Bayswater, Furnishing Ironmonger. 
July 13 at 2 at the Inns of Coart Hotel, High Holborn. Welman, 
Great George st, Westminster 
Medes, John Sidney, Southsea, Hants, Jeweller. July 11 at 4 at offices 
of King, North at, Porceea 
Miller, John, Darlington, Durham, Boot Maker. July 20 at 11 at 
offices of Barren, High row, Darling:on 
Morgan, David, Walton, nr Liverpool, Joiner. July 10 at 3 at offices 
of Forrest, Fenwick st, Liverpvol 
Morton, Frederick George, New cross rd, Engineer. 
offices of Sturt, Southwark st 
Nicholle, William, White Conduit st, Cigar Merchant. July 5 at il 
at the Masons’ Ha!l Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Harrison, Godlimaa 
tt, Doctors’ commons 
Oldacre, James, Oldbury, Worcester, Carriage Builder. July 1! at 11 
at otces of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
ONeill, John, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. July 10 at 3 at offices of 
Lynch and Teebay, Sweeting st, Liverpool 
Oswin, William Henry, Manchester, Wholesale Jewe'ler, July 10 at 
ue the Quee n’s Hote!, New st, Birmingham. Edwards, Manches- 
Ny 
Payne, James, Weat Dean, Gloucester, Butcher. July 12 at 11 at the 
Speech House Hotel, West Dean. Whatley and Son, Mitchel Dean 
Powell, Jane, Ystradgyniais, Brecon, Grocer. July 8 at 1 at 31, 
isher st, Swansea. Leyson 
Reen, David, Penycai Taliesin, Cardigan, Builder, July 6 at 12 at 
offices of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 
Reynolds, John, Edgbaston, nr Birmingham, Baker. July 6 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Richer, George, Coldharbour lane, Brixton, Draper. July 12 at 3 at 
$9, Cheapside, Allen and Edwards, Old Jewry 
Ricks, George, New Tredegar, Monmouth, Shce Factor. July 10 at 12 
at the Grifin Hotel, Brsnwawr, Jones, Abergavenny 
é, Martin, Jarrow, Durham. July 7 at 2 at offices of Falconer, 
jayton st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Routh, Jobn, sen, Hawes, York, Shoe Maker, July 8 at 11 at offices of 
Waistell, Northallerton 
Row, Edwin Hevry, Egg Buckland, Devon, Gent. July 11 at 11 at St 
George’s Hall, Fast Stonehouse, Curteis, East Stonehouse 
Selke, Isidor, Liverpool, Shipbroker. Jifly 11 at 3 at offices of Gibson 
and Bolland, South John at, Liverpoo!, Lyon and Reynolds, Liver- 


Senior, John Gillott, and David Chapman, Dodsworth, York, Coal 
Merchants. Joly 7 at 11 at offices of Senior, Regent st, Barnsley 
Tyne, Durham. July 8 at 11 at 
ton at, Guteshead-on-Tyne 
nry, Pembridge villas, Bayswater, Stockbroker. July 7 at 
13 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Blake, Bell yard, Doctors’ 


July 7at 3 at 





Simkens, John, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Joiner. July 14 at 12 
at offices of Bright, Town Ciub chambers, Wheeler gate, Ni 

Smart, Semuel, Dadley, Worcester, Grocer, July 6 at 11 at offices of 
Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Smithson, George John, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. July il at 2 at 
offices of Harle, Bank st, Lesds 

Souter, William, Oxferd terrace, Hyde park, Lodging House Keeper. 
July 22 at 12 at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone rd 

Sugden, Walter, Leeds, Coal Merchant. July 10 at 3 at offices of 

rowther and Co, Britannie buildings, Oxford place, Leeds 

Sydenham, Richard, Bournemouth, Hants, Printer. July 6 at 2 at the 
Board Room of the Town Hatl, Bournemouth. Webb. 

Watkins, Alfred Tromas, Regent st. Trimming Seller. July 7 at3 at 
offices of Sutton and Ommanney, Coleman st 

Wenlock, John, Southport, Lancashire, Commission Agent. July 13 at 
2.30 at offices ef Gibson and Builand, South John st, Liverpool. Cross 

Co, Seuthpert 

West, John, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. Jaly 8 at 1! at offices of 
Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilat in 

Whitoher, Peter, Ringwood, Hants, Grocer. July 7 a: 11 at the Chough 
Inn, Salisbury. Trevanion, Poole 

Williams, George Edwin, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 13 at 
12 at offices of Kempthorne, Dyffryn chambers, Neath 

Wilson, Thomas, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Glass Dealer. Jaly 10 
at 12 at offices of Ritson, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Woodrow, Alired, St Leonards, Sussex, Tailor’s Foreman. July 11 at 
11 at offices of Reed, Union st, Por sea 








EDE AND SON, 


ROBE as MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 


Daart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Barrer Parrr, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Latp Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Laree Cexam-vatp Nore, 4s. 6d., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lanes Buve Norse, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorss, Cream or Bivz, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tue “ Tempie’’ Envectore, extra secure, 9s. 6d, per 1000, 

FootscaP Orrictat Envecorss, ls. 94. per 100. 

Partripvgs & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Civs-Hover Norr, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘“‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

Inpentore Satna, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28a, 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

Seconps on FoLLowsrs, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s. perdozen, 115s, pe 





roll. 
Reconps o8 Memostats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books 
An immense stock in various bindings. 


BERKS. 
Situate in a picturesque and favourite part of the county, in the 
perishes of Inkpen and Kintbury, seven miles from the market town 
of Newbury, two miles from the Kintbury Station, Great Western 
Railway, and half a mile from the church.—A very enjoyable and 
beautifully timbered property, known as The Willows, Kintbury, lying 
most cempactly, comprising « residen :¢ of moderate accommodation, ap- 
proached through an entrance lodge and carriaze drive, and 48 acresof 
arable, pasture, and wood land. There is an ornamental! lake, of overan 
acre in extent, with a miniature island, supplied by a running 
stream, and is well stocked with fish. The pleasure grounds are 
charmingly disposed, and the kitchen garéen and orchard are weil 
stocked. There is very excellent stabling, with groom's cottage, 
coach-house, barn, granaries, and all y out-duildings, 
estate presenting very many advantages which are often wanting in 
a@ much larger property. 
ESSRS. MOORCRAFT & COX will SELL, by 
AUCTION (unless an acceptable offer be previously made), the 
above desirable ESTATE, at the MART, Tokeuhouse-yard, on PRI- 
DAY, JULY 7, at TWO. 
Particulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be obtained of 
oy “rapes WALFORD, Esq., Solicitor, 37, Bolten-street, Picca- 
yi 
and of Messrs. MOORCRAFT & COX, 22, Cockspar-street, Pall-mall, 
where a photograph of the residence may bs seen. 
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Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Investments for Sale, by order of 
the Trustee under the Will of the late George Truwhitt, Esq. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
: will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY 11, at TWO, 
in 12 Lots, the following important PROPERTIES, occupying 
capital situations, and let, in many instances, at rents below their 
value :— 


CHANCERY-LANE.—The Two Freehold Honses, Nos. 1 and 2, 
Crown-court, let on lease to Mr. Bowness for a term of 30 yearsfrom 
Michaelmas, 1871, at the very low rent of £90. N.B.—Crown+court is 
close to Fleet-street, and in the rear of houses in Bell-yard, which 
face the New Law Courts, and have but little depth. 


BLOOMSBURY.—The Freehold House and Shop, No. 2, Devon- 
shire-street, Queen-square, let to Mr. Hoskins, Grocer, on a yearly 
tenancy, at the low rent of £60. Two Freehold Houses, Nos. 4 and 
5, Gloucester-street, Queen-square, let respectively to Mrs. Mostyn 
and Mrs. Cullen, yearly tenants, at rents amounting to £98. These 
[ace ay rdw situate close to the line of the proposed new street 

m. Bloomsbury to Old-street. 


COVENT-GARDEN.—The Freehold House, No. 40, Hart-street, 
formerly let on lease to Mr. Griffiths, for a term which e at 
Lady-day last, at a rental of £50. These premises are now in hand. 


DRURY-LANE.—Three Freehold Houses, Nos. 29, 30, and 31, 
White Hart-street, anda Freehold House adjoining, being No. 15, New 
Church-court, Strand. Let on leases to Mr. Pendegrass, Mr. Atkins, 
and Mr. Marshall, at rentals amounting together to £118. 


STRAND.—Six Freehold Houses in New Church-court, occupying 
2 large area, in close mgeage to the Strand, immediately opposite 
Somerset House, and let on leases at rents amounting to £129. 


CLARE-MARKET.—The Freehold House and Shop, No. 9, Denzell- 
street, let on lease to Mr. Jewell, from Midsummer, 1871. for 21 
years, at £68 per annum, in consideration of a premium of £100 and 
an outlay in substantial repairs. The Frechold House and Pre- 
mises, No. 3, Gilbert-street, let to Mr. Marshall, yearly tenant, at 
£30. The Freehold House and Premises, No. 21, Holles-street, let to 
Mr. Syrett, yearly tenant, at £32. 


HOLBORN.—The spacious Freehold Premises, No.5, Castle-street, 
let on lease to Mr, Beveridge from Midsummer, 1874, for 21 years, 
at the low rent of £75, in consideration of a premium, and an outlay 
> — repairs. These premises are only a few doors from 

olborn. 


LAMBETH.—Two Leasehold Houses, 1 and 2, Kinaston-street, 
) with Workshop in the rear. Held for 44 unex- 
oy a ground-rent of £7 7s., and let atrents amounting together 


SOMERS-TOWN.—The Leasehold House and Premises, 


No. 2, 
on-place, let to Mr. Bethyn, yearly tenant, at £21, and held 
for a term expiring Michaelmas, 1889, at a low ground-rent. 


Particulars of 
C. TRUWHITT, Esq., Solicitor, 12, King’s-road, Bedford-row ; 
and of the Auctioneers, No. 80, Cheapside. 





DRURY-LANE. 
Occupying an important central position, in close proximity to 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and the site of the New Law Courts.—Capital 
Freehold Investment. 


be heey DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
a! will SELL, at the MART, TUESDAY, JULY 11, at TWO, in 
One Lot, a valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTY (land-tax redeemed), 
comprising Two Houses and Shops, Nos. 22 and 23, Great Wild-street, 
Drury- possessing a frontage of about 29ft. Gin., and a total area 
of about 1,575 square feet. The premises are let upon lease for twenty- 
one years, from Lady-day last, to Messrs, Whelan, who have been in 
econpation for nearly half a century, at the moderate rent of £120 per 
annum, clear of all rates and taxes. ‘ 


Particulars, with conditions of sale, may be obtained of 
G. R. HOLLAND, Erq., Conveyancer, 55, Ann-street, Birmingham ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





City Freehold in Thavies-inn, let on lease at £100 a year.—For sale by 
order of the Executors of the late Mrs. Annie Durie Williams. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JULY 13, at T WO, 

the valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTY, No. 26, Thavies-inn, close to 
Holborn-circus, The preperty consists of four well-lighted fisors, con- 
taining two rooms each, and a basement. A email gardenin rear. It 
a frontage of about 19ft. 4in., has a depth of about 63ft., and 

contains @ superficial area of nearly 1,400 square feet. The whole is 
now let upon lease at the e: ly low rent of £100 per annum, 

clear of all outgoings. 


Particulars may be had of 
Messrs. BELL, BRODRICK, & GRAY, Solicitors, 9, Bow-church- 


and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hanting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House and 
Investments generally, is published on the first. day of each month, 
and be obtained, free of charge, at their 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—: lars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 








By order of the Executors of the late Mr. Robert Hadfield, deceased, 
VALUABLE BEERHOUSE, SHOP, and COTTAGE PROPERTY in 
Ancoats, Halme, Collyhurst, Beswick, and Livesey-street, Oldham. 
road, Manchester. 


O be SOLD by AUCTION, by MR. T. H. 

CALDERBANK, at the MERCHANTS’ HOTEL, Ol dham-street, 

MANCHESTER, on TUESDAY, the 4th of JULY, 1876, at SIX o’clock 
in the evening, sudject to conditions then and there to be produced : 

Lot;!. All that BEERHOUSE and TWO SHOPS. situate and num. 

13, 15, and i7, in Medlock-street, Hulme. The site of this lot 
contains 250 7/9 square yards, is freehold, produces the gross annual 
rental of £71, and will be sold subject to a yearly chief rent of £15. 

Lot 2. All those FIVE FREEHOLD DWELLING-HOUSES ad. 
joining the last lot, numbered respectively 12, 14, 16,and 18, Easton- 
street, and 1 in the court behind. The site of this lot contains 219 7/9 

yards, prod uces the gross annual rental of £42 18s., and will 
sold subject to« yearly chief rent of £15 14s. 3d. 

Lot 3. All that BEERHOUSE and the SHOP with the Dwelling-house, 
situate and numbered 6 and 8, White-street; alsoa Dwelling-house 
No. 5, Linden-street, off Pollard-street, Ancoats, Manchester. The 
site of this lot contains 228 6-9 square yards, produces the gross annual 
rental of £48 8s., and will be sold for the residue of a term of 999 years, 
‘subject to a yearly chief rent of £8 11s. 6d. 

Lot 4. Allthose FIVE SHOPS, with Dwelling-houses, situate and 
numbered 11, 13, 15, 17, and 19, Philips-park-road, Beswick, with 
‘the Coalyard adjoining. The site of this lot contains 465 square yards, 
Produces the gross annual rental of £78 18s., and will be sold for the 
residue of a term of 999 years, subject to a yearly chief rent of £15, 

Lot 5, All that FREEHOLD BEERHOUSSH, situate and numbered 24, 
Irk-street, off Ashley-lane, Manchester. The site of this lot eontains 
fifty-one square yards, produces the gross annual rental of £18, an@ 
will be sold free from chief rent. 

Lot 6. All those SIX FREEHOLD MESSUAGES or DWELLING. 
HOUSES situate and numbered 31 to 41 inclusive, in Almond-s reet, 
Rochdale-road, Manchester. The sie of this lot contains 362 4-5 
‘square yards, produces the gross annual rental of £54 12s., and will be 
sold subject toa yearly chief rent of £56. 

Lot 7. All that SHOP and FOURTEEN DWELLING- HOUSES, 
situate and numbered 2 to 30 inclusive, in Woodley-street, Queen’s- 
road, Collyhurst. The site of this lot contains 1,224 square yards, 
produces the gross annual rent of £159 5s., and will be sold for the 
residve of a term of 998 years, subject to 4 yearly chief rent of £28 1s. 4d. 

Lot 8. Allthat FREEHOLD BEERHOUSE, called the Foun tain Inn, 
and TWO DWELLING-HOUSES, situate and numbered 56, 58, and 60, 
in Livesey- street, Rochdale-road, Manchester. The site of this lot con- 
tains 873 square yards, luces the gross annual rentalof £62 6s., 
and will be sold subject to a yearly chief rent of £11 15s. 

Lot 9. All that FREEHOLD DWELLING-HOUSE, numbered 3, 
in Edmund-street, with the Smithy and Wheelwright’s Shop and 
Yard adjoining last lot. The site of this lot contains 340s quare yards, 
produces the gross annus! ren tal of £36 8s., and will be so Id subject te 
a yearly chief rent of £11 15s, 

For further particulars apply to the Auctioneer, 60, K ing-street ; 
Mr. W. H. Sutton, Estate Agent, Oldham-road ; or to 

Messrs, EDWARD HEATH & SON, Solicitors, 41, Swan-streat, 
Manchester. 





To Capitalists and others in search of sate, permanent, and profitable 
investments.—Notice of SALE by PUBLIC AUCTION, of valuable rea} 
and personal estates, by 


ESSRS. WHITE & SONS, at the RED LION 
HOTEL, DORKING, on THURSDAY, JULY 13, 1876, at THREE 
for FOUR o’clock, under instructions from the Devisees of the late Mr. 
William Thomas Butler, sen. The Real ESTATE will include two 
freehold cottages in King’s Head-square, Dorking, occupied by Messrs. 
Fuller & Slater, at rentals producing £16 18s. per annum. Two 
freehold houses in Arundel-street, Dorking, occupied by Miss Chil- 
cott and Mr. Cooper, at rentals producing £36 per annum. Three 
freehold houses in Falkland-road, Dorking,with gardens in rear and 
aide entrances in Barrington-road, comprising the dwelling-house with 
butcher’s shop and two houses adjoining north, occupied by Mr. Wil- 
liam Smith, butcher, and Messrs, Dudley & Turner, at rentals 
amonnting to £53 per annum. The capital detached freehold private 
residence, known as Langley House, admirably situated at the junction 
ofthe Horsham and Barrington roads, a pleasant distance from the 
town of Dorking, and containing a good entrance-hall, drawing, dining, 
and breakfast rooms, five bed-rooms, kitchen, and ali necessary 
offices, rs, &c.; with garden, and a large outbuilding easily con- 
vertible into a stable and chaise-house. This most desirable property 
was built only a few years since by the late Mr. Butler for his owa 
occupation, and its rental value is moderately estimated at £90 per 
annum. The well-arranged business house and premises occupying 
@ commanding position on the main road, at the northern entrance 
to the village of Westcott, on which it possesses an important front- 
age, with a garden in the rear, available for building purposes ; this 
property is in hand, and has for many years been successfully oc- 
coupled as a grocery, drapery, provision, aud general store: it is copy- 
hold of the manor of Westcott, and subject to the usual customs of 
the said manor. 
The properties may be viewed by permission of the respective ten- 


ants. 

The Personal Estate will include one hundred shares of £5 each 
in the Redbill Gas Company, fourteen shares of £25, each in the 
Dorking Gas Company, ten shares of £10 each in the Dorking Water 
Company, nine shares of £25"each in the Dorking Villa Building 
Company, and five shares of £5 each in the Dorking Public Hull 


Company. 
Particulars, with conditions. of sale, may in due time be obtained in 
London at the “Estates Gazette’’ Office, |, Fleet-street; of Messrs. 


Weaklin, Flint,& Paxon, 102, Newgate 
Ex e, Auction Tokenho' 

JAMES D. DOWN, Esq, — 
and of the Auctioneers. 
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